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REGULAR MEETING OF  

THE MILPITAS CITY COUNCIL  
 

TUESDAY ,  APRIL 18,  2017 

 

455 EAST CALAVERAS BOULEVARD, MILPITAS, CA 

5:30 P.M. CLOSED SESSION  ●  7:00 P.M. PUBLIC BUSINESS 
 

 

Councilmember Barbadillo will participate by telephone  

conference from:  Club Regina Puerto Vallarta 

Paseo De la Marina Sur 205 

Jalisco, Mexico 

(322) 226-6300 

 

 

SUMMARY OF CONTENTS 

 

 

 I. CALL TO ORDER by the Mayor and ROLL CALL by City Clerk (5:30 p.m.) 

 

II. ADJOURN TO CLOSED SESSION  

 

(a) CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL, EXISTING LITIGATION 
Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(1) 

Means v. City of Milpitas, Santa Clara County Superior Court Case No. 16CV301785 

 

(b) CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL, ANTICIPATED LITIGATION 
Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(4) – City as Plaintiff 

 

(c) CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL, EXISTING LITIGATION 
Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(1) 

City of Milpitas v. CalRecycle, San Francisco Superior Court Case No. CPF-16-514952  

  

(d) PUBLIC EMPLOYEE PERFORMANCE EVALUATION  

Pursuant to California Government Code Section 54957.   

Position: City Manager.   Topic:  goal setting   

 

(e) CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS - COLLECTIVE BARGAINING 
Pursuant to California Government Code Section 54957.6 

City Negotiators:  Tom Williams, Tina Murphy 

Employee Group:  Milpitas Employees Association 

Under Negotiation:  Wages, Hours, Benefits, and Working Conditions 

 

III. CLOSED SESSION ANNOUNCEMENT:  Report on action taken in Closed Session, if required pursuant to 

Government Code Section 54957.1, including the vote or abstention of each member present 

 

IV. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE (7:00 p.m.) 

 

 V. INVOCATION       (Councilmember Nuñez) 

 

VI. SCHEDULE OF MEETINGS – COUNCIL CALENDARS  -  April and May 2017 
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VII. PRESENTATIONS 

 Commendation to Mr. Raghu Reddy upon election as Chair of Planning - American Telugu 

Association (request of Councilmember Phan)  

 Recognition of the Police Officer, Firefighter and Citizen of the Year (request of Councilmember 

Nuñez)  

 

VIII. PUBLIC FORUM 

 

Members of the audience are invited to address the Council on any subject not listed on this agenda. Speakers must 

come to the podium, state their name and city of residence for the Clerk’s record, and limit their remarks to three 

minutes.  As an item not listed on the agenda, no response is required from City staff or the Council and no action 

can be taken. However, the Council may instruct the City Manager to place the item on a future meeting agenda. 

 

IX. ANNOUNCEMENTS 

 

X.              ANNOUNCEMENT OF CONFLICT OF INTEREST AND CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS 

 

XI. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

 

XII. CONSENT CALENDAR (Items with asterisks*) 

 

Consent calendar items are considered to be routine and will be considered for adoption by one motion.  There will 

be no separate discussion of these items unless a member of the City Council, member of the audience, or staff 

requests the Council to remove an item from or be added to the consent calendar.  Any person desiring to speak on 

any item on the consent calendar should ask to have that item removed from the consent calendar.  If removed, this 

item will be discussed in the order in which it appears on the agenda. 

  

XIII. APPROVAL OF COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES  –   March 29 and April 4, 2017 

 

XIV. PUBLIC HEARING 

1. Hold a Public Hearing and Adopt a Resolution Approving the 2017-2022 Capital Improvement 

Program (Staff Contacts: Nina Hawk, 408-586-2603 and Greg Chung, 408-586-3355) 

 

XV. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
 

2. Waive the First Reading and Introduce Ordinance No. 41.12 to Amend Section I-500-1.14 

Authorizing an Increase in Compensation to Planning Commissioners from $25 to $100 Per 

Meeting (Staff Contacts:  Chris Diaz, 408-586-3044 and Bradley Misner, 408-586-3273) 
 

    * 3. Approve Mid-Year Budget Appropriations Follow Up for the Fiscal Year 2016-17 Capital 

Improvement Program Budget (Staff Contact:  Jane Corpus, 408-586-3125) 

 

4. Consider Request From the Milpitas Chamber of Commerce to Sponsor the International BBQ 

and Festival Event Scheduled May 20 - 21, 2017  (Staff Contact: Michael Fossati, 408-586-3274) 

 

5. Receive Update on Resolution in Support of the Vietnamese Heritage and Freedom Flag (Staff 

Contact:  Christopher J. Diaz, 408-586-3040) 

 

XVI. REPORTS OF OFFICERS 

 

    * 6. Per Recommendation of Mayor Tran, Re-Appoint One City Commissioner to a New Term 

(Contact: Mayor Richard Tran, 408-586-3029) 
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7. Per Request of Vice Mayor Grilli, Consider Request For More Than 4 Hours of Staff Time to 

Study and Return with an Ordinance Related to Wage Theft (Contact: Vice Mayor Grilli, 408-

586-3031)  

 

XVII. NEW BUSINESS 

 

8. Receive a Presentation from Staff Regarding Affordable Housing (Staff Contact: Brad Misner, 

408-586-3373) 
 

* 9.    Receive Report on Emergency Repair of Calaveras Road, Approve New Capital Improvement 

Project No. 4285 - Calaveras Road Repair, Approve a Budget Appropriation and Authorize 

Staff to Pay Invoices for Road Repair Work (Staff Contacts: Nina Hawk, 408-586-2603 and 

Greg Chung, 408-586-3355) 

 

  *10. Approve Staff Response to Request for Update to Reply to Recommendations to the 2011-2012 

Santa Clara County Civil Grand Jury Report Regarding Pension Analysis (Staff Contact:  Tina 

Murphy, 408-586-3086) 

 

XVIII. RESOLUTIONS 

 

  *11. Adopt a Resolution Granting Initial Acceptance of Public Improvements and Approve a 

Reduction of Improvement Security for the Faithful Performance for the Cobblestone 

Subdivision at 375 Los Coches Street by Tri Pointe Homes, Inc. (Staff Contact: Judy Chu, 408-

586-3325) 

 

  *12. Adopt a Resolution Granting Initial Acceptance of Public Improvements, Approve a Reduction 

of Improvement Security for the Faithful Performance, and Authorize City Manager to Modify 

as needed and then Execute a Maintenance Agreement for Public Improvements for the PACE 

Subdivision at 300, 324-368 Montague Expressway by Contour Trade Zone, LLC (Staff 

Contact: Judy Chu, 408-586-3325) 

 

  *13. Adopt a Resolution to Release Unclaimed Checks Per Standard Operating Procedure (Staff 

Contact:  Chiu Tak Cheng, 408-586-3118) 

 

  *14. Adopt a Universal Resolution Designating the City Manager as the Authorized Agent to 

Execute for and on Behalf of the City of Milpitas for the Purpose of Obtaining Federal and 

State Financial Assistance (Staff Contact: Toni Charlop, 408-586-2801) 

 

  *15. Adopt a Resolution Approving the Site Development Permit for New 5,984 square foot Two-

story Single Family Residence and Two Detached Structures on a Vacant Hillside Lot at 1639 

Calera Creek Heights Drive  (Staff Contact:  Lillian Hua, 408-586-3073) 

 

XIX. AGREEMENT  

 

  *16. Approve Amendment No. 7 to the Consulting Services Agreement with Vali Cooper & 

Associates, Inc. Extending the Term to January 31, 2018 and Increasing Compensation in the 

Additional Amount of $303,000 to Continue Support on Silicon Valley Rapid Transit Program 

Berryessa Extension (SVBX) Project and Montague Expressway Widening Project Capital 

Improvement Projects No. 4265 and No. 4179 (Staff Contact: Steve Chan, 408-586-3324) 

 

XX. REPORTS OF MAYOR & COUNCILMEMBERS – from the assigned Commissions, Committees 

and Agencies 

 

XXI. ADJOURNMENT 
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NEXT SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING:  

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 26, 2017 

 

 

 

NEXT REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING:  

TUESDAY, MAY 4, 2017 

 

 

KNOW YOUR RIGHTS UNDER THE OPEN GOVERNMENT ORDINANCE 
 

Government’s duty is to serve the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the public.   

Commissions and other agencies of the City exist to conduct the people’s business.  This ordinance assures that 

deliberations are conducted before the people and the City operations are open to the people’s review. For more 

information on your rights under the Open Government Ordinance or to report a violation, contact the City 

Attorney’s office at Milpitas City Hall, 455 E. Calaveras Blvd., Milpitas, CA 95035. Phone 408-586-3040 

 
The Open Government Ordinance is codified in the Milpitas Municipal Code as Title I Chapter 310 and is 

available online at the City’s website www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov by selecting the Milpitas Municipal Code link. 

 

Materials related to an item on this agenda submitted to the City Council after initial distribution of the  

agenda packet are available for public inspection at the City Clerk’s office at Milpitas City Hall, 3rd floor  

455 E. Calaveras Blvd., Milpitas and on the City website.  408-586-3000 

 

All City Council agendas and related materials can be viewed online here:  

www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/government/council/agenda_minutes.asp (select meeting date) 

 

APPLY  TO  SERVE  ON  A  CITY  COMMISSION  
Current Vacancies on:  

Arts Commission 

Community Advisory Commission 

Economic Development Commission 

Emergency Preparedness Commission 

Parks, Recreation and Cultural Resources Commission 

Telecommunications Commission 

 

Commission application forms are available online at www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov or at Milpitas City Hall. 

Contact the City Clerk’s office at 408-586-3003 for more information. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

If you need assistance, per the Americans with Disabilities Act, for any City of Milpitas public meeting, call the City Clerk at 

408-586-3001 or send an e-mail to mlavelle@ci.milpitas.ca.gov prior to the meeting.  You may request a larger font agenda 

or arrange for mobility assistance.  For hearing assistance, headsets are available in the City Council Chambers for all 

meetings in that facility. 

http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/government/council/agenda_minutes.asp
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/
mailto:mlavelle@ci.milpitas.ca.gov
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AGENDA REPORTS 
 

XIV. PUBLIC HEARING 

1. Hold a Public Hearing and Adopt a Resolution Approving the 2017-2022 Capital Improvement 

Program (Staff Contacts: Nina Hawk, 408-586-2603 and Greg Chung, 408-586-3355) 

 

Background:  Following the March 29, 2017 Capital Improvement Program Study Session with the 

City Council, staff updated the document and it is ready for approval by City Council Resolution.  

CIP projects are arranged into six main categories:  Community Improvements, Parks, Streets, Water, 

Sewer, and Storm Drain.  The document includes a summary by categories, and individual proposed 

project descriptions.  Previously funded projects are also summarized.  The value of capital projects 

proposed to be budgeted in fiscal year 2017-18 is $59,633,540. 

 

The Parks, Recreation and Cultural Resources Commission reviewed the Parks projects on March 6, 

2017 and recommended those for approval by City Council.  The City Council Finance Subcommittee 

reviewed the Draft 2017-2022 CIP on March 15, 2017.  The Milpitas Planning Commission reviewed 

the Draft 2017-2022 CIP document on March 22, 2017 and found it in conformance with the General 

Plan. To hear additional comments from the public, a community meeting was conducted on 

Thursday, April 6, 2017, where staff presented the CIP document and was prepared to answer 

questions. No suggestions or requested changes from the audience were received. 

 

Fiscal Impact:  None. 

 

Recommendations:   

1. The Mayor shall open the public hearing, hear any public comments, and then, move to close the 

public hearing. 

2. Adopt a resolution approving the 2017-2022 Capital Improvement Program (CIP) Report, as 

proposed.  

 

Attachments: 

a) Proposed Capital Improvement Program for FY 2017-2022 

b) Resolution  

 

XV. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
 

2.  Waive the First Reading and Introduce Ordinance No. 41.12 to Amend Section I-500-1.14 

Authorizing an Increase in Compensation to Planning Commissioners from $25 to $100 Per 

Meeting (Staff Contacts:  Chris Diaz, 408-586-3044 and Bradley Misner, 408-586-3273) 
 

Background: Pursuant to Milpitas Municipal Code I-500-1.14, Compensation for Attending 

Meetings, the City of Milpitas Planning Commission receives a compensation in the amount of 

$25.00 for attending any regularly or specially scheduled Planning Commission meetings.  

 

On April 25, 2016, the City Council voted to authorize an increase in compensation for each 

Commissioner attending Planning Commission meetings, from $25 per meeting to $100 per meeting. 

The Council meeting minutes are included in the agenda packet for reference. This Ordinance was 

brought forward to the Council on April 4, 2017 to effectuate this action in order to allow the increase 

in pay for service. 

 

On April 4, 2017, the City Council requested the Chair of the Planning Commission come before the 

Council to address questions regarding the requested compensation. Staff contacted the Planning 

Commission Chairman and confirmed he will be present at the 4/18/17 City Council meeting for 

discussion. 

 

http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_01A.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_01B.pdf
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Fiscal Impact: Budget appropriations were made for fiscal year 2016-17 and therefore there would 

not be a new fiscal impact associated with the Ordinance, following adoption. 

 

Recommendations:  

1. Following a reading of the title by the City Attorney, move to waive the first reading beyond the 

title of Ordinance No. 41.12 to amend Milpitas Municipal Code I-500-1.14 in order to increase 

the compensation for attending Planning Commission meetings from $25.00 to $100.00. 

2. Introduce Ordinance No. 41.12. 

 

Attachments: 

a) Ordinance No. 41.12 

b) City Council meeting minutes April 25, 2016 

 

    * 3. Approve Mid-Year Budget Appropriations Follow Up for the Fiscal Year 2016-17 Capital 

Improvement Program Budget (Staff Contact:  Jane Corpus, 408-586-3125) 

 

Background:  At the City Council meeting on April 4, 2017, staff brought the mid-year 

appropriations for approval and Council directed staff to bring three capital projects recommended for 

mid-year appropriations to the scheduled community meeting on April 6. The capital projects were 

discussed at the community meeting with no objections. 

 

The requested budget appropriations are deemed necessary at mid-year for the following budget for 

capital projects: 

 

Capital Improvement Program (CIP) projects: 

1. Create a CIP Project for the purchase of a MedEvac Emergency Rescue Vehicle and a 

corresponding storage structure.  The cost of $406,465 would be funded from the General 

Government CIP fund.  As occurs in all communities, in Milpitas first responders must be 

prepared to mitigate all potential threats to residents and critical infrastructures.  The most serious 

threats may include natural disasters, violent crime, criminal mass casualty events such as active 

shootings, or other acts of terrorism. The majority of criminal offenders arrested in this 

community over the past few years do not have a Milpitas address.  The current ease of transit 

through Milpitas via two major interstate highways, State Route 237 and Montague Expressway 

is certainly a contributing factor.  And the ease and convenience of transit into Milpitas will be 

greatly enhanced when BART begins revenue service later this calendar year.  To effectively plan 

and prepare, the City’s exposure to crime must be viewed from a broad, regional perspective. The 

Milpitas Police Department maintains a highly trained Special Weapons and Tactics (SWAT) 

Team of fifteen (15) officers and sergeants to respond to high risk critical incidents.  In addition 

to the previously mentioned threats, the SWAT Team is tasked with responding to all incidents 

requiring tactics and capabilities which exceed that of the average police officer on patrol, 

including hostage situations, barricaded armed suspects, serving high-risk search and arrest 

warrants, or any incident involving suspects known to be violent and armed. 

 

The Police Department does not have a reliable vehicle to protect the team and endangered 

citizens from ballistic and projectile attacks and enable SWAT officers the ability to treat injured 

citizens and/or bring medically trained professionals into danger areas with reasonable safety. 

The MedEvac is a complete tactical vehicle/ambulance with hardened walls and blast proof 

windows that protect passengers from high caliber ballistic and projectile attacks, which allows 

the SWAT Team to deploy directly into “hot zones.” The vehicle provides advanced life saving 

features, such as space for two emergency litters (rescue baskets), adjustable overhead lighting, 

medical supply storage, IV hookups, and two jumbo oxygen tanks that will allow the team to 

provide aid and transport the critically wounded.  The vehicle also has four-wheel drive capability 

to allowing staff to work off road or maneuver through road debris that may exist during a natural 

disaster.  The vehicle can fit up to 10 SWAT Team members or up to 20 civilians in need of 

rescue from violent incidents or natural disasters. In order to extend the useful life of the 

MedEvac Emergency Rescue Vehicle, it should be stored indoors. Due to its size, it could not be 

http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_02A.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_02B.pdf
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stored in any existing facilities, so a dedicated storage structure is needed.  The estimated cost of 

materials, labor, etc. for the storage structure is $25,000. 

 

2. Create a CIP Project for the purchase of an Interactive Learning Objectives (MILO) Range 

Theatre 180 System. The cost of $99,279 would be funded from the Equipment Replacement 

Fund ($83,204) and the General Government CIP fund ($16,075).  The Milpitas Police 

Department maintains a highly trained police force and is often confronted with split-second 

decision-making when dealing with highly stressful critical incidents.  In 2001, the Milpitas 

Police Department purchased and installed the Range 2000, which is an interactive range 

simulation system as part of the Firearms Training Program.  Due to age, the Range 2000 system 

is now antiquated and several of its key components are no longer functional. The MILO Range 

Theatre System is an upgraded interactive video training simulator, similar to the Range 2000, 

and comes equipped with hundreds of scenarios. It is a comprehensive solution that is designed to 

allow trainers the ability to give presentations, conduct interactive testing and assessment and 

provide immersive hands-on scenario based exercises with detailed debriefings.  It also provides 

training in the application of the use of force and the escalation/de-escalation during crisis 

situations. 

 

3. Increase budget appropriation in the amount of $200,000 for CIP No. 4273 Street 

Landscape Irrigation using one-time General Fund revenue from the sale of the 

McCandless property.  These funds will be used to purchase additional power equipment, 

vehicles and irrigation supplies necessary for Public Works staff to properly maintain and 

manicure the street landscaping medians and streetscapes.  Due to the drought the City’s 

landscape and irrigation systems need additional attention and restoration, this equipment will 

allow staff to most effectively and efficiently transport crews and equipment to the various 

locations to complete restoration of existing streetscape locations.  As a result this appropriation 

will improve City streetscapes overall appearance, reduce irrigation leaks associated with 

disrepair irrigation systems and allow for more effective removal of nuisance weeds.  Equipment 

and supplies purchases will include: two Ford F-250 Crew Cab with Utility box and lift gate, one 

Ford F-150 Regular Cab, one Big Tex 70SR dump trailer, dump trailer and various power tools.  

Staff requests these funds prior to next fiscal year to ensure ample attention prior to the start of 

summer season. 

 

Fiscal Impact:  The net impacts (use of funds) to the various requests noted above is as follows: 

Equipment Replacement Fund $83,204; General Government CIP Fund $422,540. 

 

Recommendation: Approve the additional Fiscal Year 2016-17 mid-year budget appropriations as 

itemized in this report (and on Budget Change Form in agenda packet). 

 

Attachments: 
a) Table 

b) Budget Change Form  

   

4. Consider Request From the Milpitas Chamber of Commerce to Sponsor the International BBQ 

and Festival Event Scheduled May 20 - 21, 2017  (Staff Contact: Michael Fossati, 408-586-3274) 

 

Background:  The Milpitas Chamber of Commerce is proposing the 4th Annual International BBQ 

and Festival event. The Chamber requested the City to participate as a sponsor by waiving fees for 

City services for the event.  The BBQ & Festival is scheduled for May 20 – 21, 2017 between the 

hours of 10:00 AM – 6:00 PM on Alder Drive between McCarthy Blvd. and E. Tasman Drive.  The 

Chamber wrote a letter to the City requesting the following services (copy in agenda packet):  

    

 Waive all permit fees 

 Waive all business license fees for vendors 

 Waive all inspection fees 

http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_03A.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_03B.pdf
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 Approve temporary signs related to the event 

 Post event on electronic billboard located adjacent to Interstate 880 

 Post event on electronic billboard located on E. Calaveras Blvd. at City Hall 

 Waive rental and labor/material fees for mobile stage 

 Waive rental and labor/material fees for barricades and traffic calming equipment for street 

closures 

 Provide professional security for the event 

 Provide life safety service for the event 

 Provide traffic calming plan for event  

 

For each of these services, City Departments provided approximate costs that would normally be 

applicable to an applicant. A breakdown of those services is found in the list included in the agenda 

packet.  

 

For the City’s participation, the Chamber indicates the City would receive recognition through the use 

of the City’s name and logo on promotional and marketing materials and two booth spaces available 

for the City’s use.  The Chamber will fund any additional expenses for the event not covered by the 

City. Furthermore, the Chamber will procure all beverages, entertainment, contestants, vendors, and 

miscellaneous necessities for the success and safety of the event not covered by the City. 

 

At the City Council meeting on April 4, the Council requested that the Chamber of Commerce 

demonstrate the revenue from the 2016 International BBQ to determine if the request to waive fees is 

appropriate. 

 

Fiscal Impact:  $21,480.48 in waived City services and $8,214 in waived business license fees, 

totaling $29,694.48.  If approved by City Council, a portion of these costs will be charged to the City 

Council Unallocated Community Promotions budget line item.  

 

Recommendations:  
1. Approve the request from the Milpitas Chamber of Commerce for City services and authorization 

to use of the City’s name and logo for promotional and marketing materials for the 2017 

International BBQ and Festival on May 20 - 21, 2017.  

2. Furthermore, direct the formation of an equal partnership between the City of Milpitas and the 

Chamber of Commerce for the planning of this event in future years and not scheduled to be in 

conflict with other events in neighboring communities. 

 

Attachments: 

a) Letter from Milpitas Chamber of Commerce – March 1, 2017 

b) Special Event application and layout of venue 

c) Itemized List of City Costs for International BBQ 

 

5. Receive Update on Resolution in Support of the Vietnamese Heritage and Freedom Flag (Staff 

Contact:  Christopher J. Diaz, 408-586-3040) 

 

Background:  At various City Council meetings held in February and March of 2017, the City 

Council discussed the issue of adopting a resolution similar to a resolution adopted by the San Jose 

City Council.  San Jose’s resolution does fundamentally two things.  First, it recognizes the Vietnam 

Heritage and Freedom Flag as the official flag of the City’s Vietnamese-American community.  

Secondly, it expresses opposition to the flying of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag in the City of 

San Jose.  Because the City of Milpitas has an existing Municipal Code provision allowing for private 

citizens to fly flags of other countries at certain City locations and the City of San Jose does not have 

the same provisions, the City Attorney’s office was asked to research whether the Milpitas City 

Council can adopt a similar resolution.  

 

http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_04A.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_04B.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_04C.pdf
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Because the Milpitas Municipal Code allows for private citizens to fly flags of other countries at 

certain City locations, it has created a limited public forum at these respective locations.  It is 

important to note that the City of San Jose has not created similar limited public forums, but instead, 

has kept its flag poles closed to speech activities, including the flying of flags of other countries.   

 

In a limited public forum, the First Amendment would preclude the City of Milpitas from prohibiting 

the flying of flags based on the viewpoint the flag represents.  As such, the City Council has the 

following options available: 

 

 It can adopt a resolution similar to San Jose’s resolution, but not identical.  The resolution could 

recognize the Vietnam Heritage and Freedom Flag as the official flag of the City’s Vietnamese-

American community, and it could also prohibit the flying of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam 

flag, except at the locations covered by the City’s existing flag policy.  This will ensure the City 

does not violate the First Amendment by limiting the prohibition to areas that are non-public 

forums. 

 It can direct staff to repeal the City’s existing flag policy and turn the existing limited public 

forums at Higuera Adobe Park, and at ground level ceremony locations, into non-public forums.  

This would allow the City Council to adopt a resolution prohibiting the flying of the Socialist 

Republic of Vietnam flag in the entire City, including the locations covered by the City’s existing 

flag policy.  By turning the limited public forums into non-public forums, the City will have more 

leeway to prohibit speech at these locations.  This is similar to the approach San Jose has taken 

with regard to its flagpoles in the City. 

 It can adopt a resolution only recognizing the Vietnam Heritage and Freedom Flag as the official 

flag of the City’s Vietnamese-American community, but not prohibiting the flying of the Socialist 

Republic of Vietnam flag.  This would not raise any First Amendment issues as no viewpoint 

based prohibition on the flying of flags would occur. 

 

Fiscal Impact: None, other than staff time to research the legal issues and prepare a resolution. 

 

Recommendation: Receive a report from the City Attorney and direct the City Attorney based on the 

various options. 

 

Attachments:   
a) City Attorney’s Memo on Flag Policy Prohibiting Flying of Certain Flags 

b) City flag policy/application and Municipal Code on Flag Display 

 

XVI. REPORTS OF OFFICERS 

 

    * 6. Per Recommendation of Mayor Tran, Re-Appoint One City Commissioner to a New Term 

(Contact: Mayor Richard Tran, 408-586-3029) 

 

Recommendation:  Per recommendation of Mayor Rich Tran, move to re-appoint Ricardo Ablaza to 

a new 3-year term on the Economic Development Commission which will expire in April of 2020. 

 

Attachment:  None 

 

7. Per Request of Vice Mayor Grilli, Consider Approval For More Than 4 Hours of Staff Time to 

Study and Return with an Ordinance Related to Wage Theft (Contact: Vice Mayor Grilli, 408-

586-3031)  

 

Background:  At the April 4 City Council meeting, the Vice Mayor reported that she and Council- 

member Phan had met with the Wage Theft Coalition of Santa Clara County recently. They both wish 

to request that the Council consider adopting a wage theft ordinance for the City of Milpitas. 

 

http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_05A.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_05B.pdf
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Recommendation: Authorize staff to spend more than four hours of time to study the issue of wage 

theft in Milpitas, and direct staff to return to City Council with a wage theft ordinance for adoption.  

 

Attachment:  None 

 

XVII. NEW BUSINESS 

 

8. Receive a Presentation from Staff Regarding Affordable Housing (Staff Contact:  Brad Misner, 

408-586-3373) 
 

Introduction:  Demand for housing throughout the Silicon Valley continues to be at an all-time high. 

Coupled with the lack of housing supply, rising housing costs are creating an increasing need for 

affordable housing at all levels. Specific to the City of Milpitas, at its March 1, 2017 Special Meeting, 

the City Council indicated that affordable housing is a top priority.  This report summarizes the City’s 

past and present affordable housing activities and identifies potential options for Council’s 

consideration to aid in the production and retention of affordable housing units. 

 

Background:  The City’s Planning and Neighborhood Services Department, Housing Division, is 

responsible for oversight of the City’s affordable housing program.  The Housing Division’s two 

main functions are: 1) management of the City’s affordable housing program which includes 

affordable ownership and rental units; and 2) administration of the City’s Community Development 

Block Grant (CDBG) Program.  The City receives approximately $400,000 per year from the CDBG 

program. 

 

Affordable housing is generally considered housing that is affordable to, and reserved for, lower-

income households for a period of time. Both the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 

Development (HUD) and the State of California Department of Housing and Community (HCD) have 

the same income categories for “lower income” households.  These “lower income” categories are 

generally defined as the following: 

 

 Moderate-Income:  81-120% Area Median Income  

 Low-Income:   51-80% Area Median Income  

 Very Low-Income:  31-50% Area Median Income  

 Extremely Low-Income:  0-30% Area Median Income 

 

For reference, the Area Median Income for Santa Clara County is $107,100 for a family of four.  

 

Below is HCD’s income breakdown of all the income categories for Santa Clara County as adjusted 

by household size: 

 

County 
Income 

Category 

Number of Persons in Household 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

Santa 
Clara 

County 
Extremely 

Low 23450 26800 30150 33500 36200 38900 41550 44250 

4-person 
Very Low 

 39100 44650 50250 55800 60300 64750 69200 73700 

Area 
Median 
Income 

Low 
Income 59400 67900 76400 84900 91650 98450 105250 112050 

$107,100 
Median 
Income 74950 85700 96400 107100 115650 124250 132800 141350 

 

Moderate 
Income 89950 102800 115650 128500 138800 149050 159350 169600 
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History of Affordable Housing in the City 

The City has been active in helping to create affordable housing units and has supported the creation 

of 270 affordable ownership units and almost 1000 affordable rental units since 1987.  A complete 

inventory list is included as Attachment A.  The City worked with developers in providing City 

financial assistance to help “buy down” the affordability of the units or in other cases provided direct 

financial assistance for the construction of an affordable housing project.  The City has used a number 

of funding sources but it primarily depended on its Redevelopment Agency to provide affordable 

housing.  Below is a brief description of some of the funding sources the City has used to provide 

affordable housing. 

 

Redevelopment Agency - The single largest creator of affordable housing in the City was the City’s 

Redevelopment Agency (RDA).  By law, 20% of all tax increment generated by the RDA was set 

aside and dedicated to affordable housing.  From 1999-2014, over $43 million was generated for 

affordable housing.  The funding created 274 units of affordable ownership and almost 1,000 units of 

affordable rental units during that period.  Some of these projects include Terrace Gardens (150-unit 

senior affordable rental) constructed in 1987, and DeVries Senior Housing (103-unit senior affordable 

rental).  The other affordable ownership and rental units are interspersed with the market rate units in 

various developments through the City’s financial assistance by buying down the affordability.  The 

term of affordability for the units are between 30-55 years.  A list of all the affordable housing units 

funded by RDA included as Attachment B.  However, with the statewide dissolution of 

redevelopment agencies in 2011, affordable housing production in the City and throughout the state 

has been greatly hampered.  In fact, since the dissolution of the City’s RDA in 2011, no affordable 

units have been produced in the City. 

 

Community Development Block Grant - Other sources of funding include the federal Community 

Development Block Grant (CDBG) program.  This HUD program provides grants to grantees to fund 

qualifying activities. The City was identified as an Entitlement Grantee in 1997 and has been 

receiving CDBG funds directly from HUD since that time.  Initially, the City was receiving 

approximately $800,000 per year in CDBG funding.  However, due to other federal funding priorities, 

the HUD budget has been slowly reduced over the years so that the City’s current level of funding is 

approximately $400,000. These funds have been used for a variety of housing activities including 

rehabilitation of affordable housing and assisting low income homeowners stay in their homes 

through the City’s Housing Rehabilitation Program.  Typically, the CDBG funding cycle begins each 

January when applications are received.  The Community Advisory Commission (CAC) reviews the 

applications at its March meeting and makes its funding recommendations to the Council.  The 

Council makes the final approval in April/May.  The City’s funding recommendations are due to 

HUD by the end of May.  However, with this year’s federal budget uncertainty, the final submittal to 

HUD is uncertain. 

 

Housing Choice Vouchers – Also known as Section 8, housing choice vouchers are rental subsidies.  

The voucher is used to “fill the gap” between affordable rental rates and the market rate rental price 

of the unit.  Vouchers are provided by HUD which provides either project-based vouchers or tenant-

based vouchers.  Project-based vouchers are provided for units of a specific development while a 

tenant-based voucher is used by individual households choose their own housing unit and then use 

their voucher to pay for their rent.  There are a number of households with tenant based vouchers 

residing throughout the City. 

 

City Affordable Housing Resources: 

While the loss of the RDA greatly impacted the City’s ability to assist with the production of 

affordable housing, other efforts are underway to replace the loss of RDA funding.  Below is a list of 

City affordable housing sources and efforts: 
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Resolution No. 8481 - In June 2015, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 8481 which required 

any development of 5 units or more to provide 5% of the total units to be affordable to low or very 

low income qualified households. The developer would also have the option of providing an in-lieu 

fee equivalent to 5% of the total construction costs of the project.  

  

Consolidated Plan Update/CDBG – The Consolidated Plan (Con Plan) is the City’s five year Strategic 

Plan for CDBG funding.  The current Con Plan expires at the end of FY 2017.  Since October 2016 

staff has been working through the process of updating the Con Plan for the 2018-2022 period. 

During the update process, extensive public outreach was conducted.  The public outreach included 

five community forums that were advertised in Spanish, Vietnamese and English, staff presentations 

of the Con Plan update to multiple commissions and community groups and prepared an online 

survey to receive community input. Public input has shown a clear interest in more affordable 

housing, public facilities, and services for seniors. Typically, the Con Plan is due to HUD in mid-May 

however, because of the federal budget uncertainly, that submittal requirement deadline is uncertain. 

 

Affordable Housing Fund – As part of the negotiations during the dissolution process of the RDA, the 

City was able to retain approximately $7 million in affordable housing funds.  However, because they 

are former RDA funds, they have strict State requirements as to how the funds can be spent.  For 

example, the funds must be spent by 2019 and the funds can only be used for households which earn 

less than the Moderate Income level. 

 

Measure A funding – In November 2016, Santa Clara County voters passed Measure A, a $950 

million affordable housing bond.  $700 million is dedicated to the extremely-low income population, 

$100 million for low income and the remaining $150 million for moderate income households.  The 

County is still in the process of preparing funding allocation requirements.  County staff anticipate 

that they will present their funding strategy to the County Board of Supervisors in May. Staff will 

prepare an update for the Council as soon as the details of this Measure are fully known. 

 

Housing Element – The City’s Housing Element was certified by the State in April 2015.  One of the 

seven mandated elements of the General Plan, the Housing Element is the City’s guiding document 

for housing in the City.  As part of the Housing Element, the state requires that the City plan for its 

fair share of regional growth.  Known as the Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA), this 

figure represent the number of housing units, by affordability level, that the City must plan for in its 

Housing Element.  For this cycle (2014-2022), the City’s RHNA is some 3,290 units which are 

divided into four income categories.  

 

Income Category Projected Need Percent of Total 

VLI (0-50% AMI) 1004 30.5 

Low (51-80% AMI) 570 17.3 

Moderate (81-120% AMI) 565 17.2 

Above Moderate (>120% AMI) 1151 35 

TOTAL 3290 100 

 

Note that the City does not need to construct these units but to provide adequate sites to accommodate 

the units. 

 

The Housing Element also contains a number of housing related policies that support the following 

Housing Element Goals:  Provide Adequate Sites, Maintain and Preserve Housing Resources, 

Facilitate New Housing Production, Support Housing Diversity and Affordability, Eliminate Housing 

Discrimination and Promote Energy Conservation. 

 

State Density Bonus – State Density Bonus law grants a developer additional density in exchange for 

affordable units in the development.  The law allows for a maximum 35% increase in density above 

the underlying zoning density for the site is the developer will provide a certain percentage of 
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affordable units.  The units must be provided in the proposed development.  The law also allows for 

“concessions’ which provide some regulatory relief from the zoning requirements. 

 

Potential Sites 

Below are some potential sites that could be used for affordable housing. 

 

S. Main St. Properties – The City possesses two adjacent properties, located at 1432 and 1452 S. 

Main St.  1432 S. Main Street is owned by the City of Milpitas Housing Authority and 1452 S. Main 

Street is owned by the City of Milpitas.  The combined acreage of the properties is approximately 2.7 

acres.  Currently there are businesses and one residential unit on the properties.  However, the units 

are zoned multifamily residential.  It is envisioned that the properties will be used for affordable 

housing development. 

 

S. Main St. Senior Lifestyles – Located at 1600 S. Main St., the S. Main Senior Lifestyles project is a 

388 unit senior living facility.  In 2008, the project developer entered into a Developer and 

Disposition Agreement (DDA) for the Milpitas Housing Authority to transfer City owned property to 

the developer in exchange for the construction and reservation of 48 very low income units.  The 

project was entitled in 2013 and Phase I of the project is currently undergoing building permit review. 

 

Potential Future Options 

While there are several affordable housing resources in place, there are some potential future options 

the Council could consider: 

 

Adoption of Affordable Housing Ordinance – An Affordable Housing Ordinance is a common tool 

for jurisdictions to produce affordable housing.  Generally, the ordinance can require some provision 

for affordable housing as part of the development.  The actual provision of affordable housing can 

come in many forms.  Some methods used to require affordable housing include: 

 Affordable Housing Impact Fee based on the development square footage 

 Providing a certain percentage of affordable units in the development 

 Donation of land for future affordable housing 

 Partnering with a not for profit affordable housing developer 

  

In regards to an Affordable Housing Impact Fee, in April 2015, the City along with other Santa Clara 

County and Alameda County jurisdictions, began participating in the preparation of a nexus study to 

establish an affordable housing impact fee.  The study evaluates the nexus between new housing and 

commercial developments and affordable housing.  New commercial and market rate housing 

developments create higher demand for dining, retail and other service industries. Generally, service 

related employment occupations tend to be lower wage earners thus creating a demand for affordable 

housing.  The nexus study provides a financial analysis to determine what level of fee could be 

required to help meet that affordable housing demand. This fee could potentially replace the 

requirements set forth in Resolution No. 8481 which is presently set at 5% of total construction costs.  

The final draft has been completed and will be presented to the Council in 2017. 

 

In the potential development of an Affordable Housing Ordinance, there are certain considerations 

which could by weighed including: 

1. Level of Affordability – At what level income category 

2. Mixed income or 100% affordable developments 

3. Collection of the Impact Fee or providing the units in the development 

 

Local Land Use Incentives – More robust than the density bonus provisions, the City could offer land 

use incentives that would encourage the production of affordable housing.  For example, relaxation of 

height requirements or allowing greater residential uses in mixed used areas.  It is to allow for greater 

development in exchange for affordable units. 
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Analysis: The information presented is the current state of the City’s affordable housing program.  

The recommendations were made based on existing funding requirements, program guidelines and 

market forces. 

 

Fiscal Impact: With the approval of Resolution No. 8481, projects initiated after June 2015 may be 

paying in-lieu fees although it is uncertain of the amount.  If the Affordable Housing Impact fee is 

established, the City would be generating additional funds for affordable housing.   

 

Recommendation: Receive presentation regarding affordable housing; and provide comment and 

feedback.  

 

Attachments: 

a) Inventory of Affordable Housing developments in the City 

b) Redevelopment Agency-funded developments from 1999-2014 

 

* 9.    Receive Report on Emergency Repair of Calaveras Road, Approve New Capital Improvement 

Project No. 4285 - Calaveras Road Repair, Approve a Budget Appropriation and Authorize 

Staff to Pay Invoices for Road Repair Work (Staff Contacts: Nina Hawk, 408-586-2603 and 

Greg Chung, 408-586-3355) 

 

Background:  On February 27, 2017, staff became aware of a road shoulder failure of approximately 

125 linear foot on Calaveras Road between Piedmont Road and Downing Road. The downslope edge 

of Calaveras Road has exhibited slope instability over the winter season, very recently due to heavy 

rainfall. For public safety, Calaveras Road is closed to vehicular traffic between Downing Road and 

Piedmont Road to allow assessment of the extent of roadway failure. Vehicular traffic is currently 

detoured to Downing Road and Old Calaveras Road. Subsequent roadway surveys and subsurface 

explorations showed continual slope movement and unstable soil underneath the roadway.  A road 

repair is necessary prior to reopening Calaveras Road to vehicular traffic travel.   

 

Emergency Report and Update: The Engineering Department, in collaboration with the Department 

of Public Works, is working expeditiously to advance all necessary engineering, geological 

investigative work and construction to properly and safely repair Calaveras Road. 

 

Pursuant to state public contracting law and Council Resolution No. 7779, the Director of Public 

Works may authorize emergency work and let emergency contracts without giving solicitation 

competitive bids, but must provide the City Council with a report of all such work.  On March 20, 

2017, the Public Works Director entered into an agreement with Cal-Engineering and Geology to 

provide emergency geotechnical and civil engineering services for the amount of $206,546 to provide 

geotechnical assessment and prepare Calaveras Road repair construction documents. Furthermore the 

Director of Public Works will need to enter into additional contracts, per authorities granted under 

Resolution No. 7779, to complete the emergency repair on Calaveras Road.  Including the $206,546 

for Cal-Engineering and Geology, the total estimated cost of the Calaveras Road repair is $1.2 

million.  

 

The emergency work and associated contacts are necessary to safeguard life, health and property.  

Once work is completed, Calaveras Road will be restored to a condition safe for use by the 

community. Additionally, the closure of Calaveras Road, due to the roadway failure and emergency 

work, has prompted increased traffic on both Old Calaveras Road and Downing Road, therefore 

emergency repair is further warranted to mitigate traffic impacts associated with the road closure. 

 

Staff recommends that the City Council receive this report and authorize payment of invoices 

associated with the repair on Calaveras Road.  Staff also recommends approval of a capital 

improvement project: Calaveras Road Repair, Project No. 4285, to make necessary roadway repair to 

reopen Calaveras Road and a budget appropriation of $1.2 million from the Transit Occupancy Tax 

(TOT) into Project No. 4285.  Construction repair of Calaveras Road is anticipated to be implemented 

http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_08A.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_08B.pdf
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under an emergency contract beginning in mid-May, and Calaveras Road is expected to re-open in 

July or August of 2017. 

 

Fiscal Impact:  $1.2 million from Transient Occupancy Tax into Project No. 4285 is requested to 

fund this unforeseen repair expenditure. There are ample funds available from transient occupancy 

tax to fund Project No. 4285. 

 

Recommendations:  
1. Receive this report on Emergency Repair of Calaveras Road.  

2. Approve a new Capital Improvement Project titled Calaveras Road Repair - Project No. 4285. 

3. Approve the budget appropriation of $1.2 million from Transient Occupancy Tax into Project No. 

4285 and authorize staff to pay invoices up to $1.2 million for the project. 

 

Attachments:   

a) CIP Sheet for Project No. 4285 

b) Budget Change Form 

 

  *10. Approve Staff Response to Request for Update to Reply to Recommendations to the 2011-2012 

Santa Clara County Civil Grand Jury Report Regarding Pension Analysis (Staff Contact:  Tina 

Murphy, 408-586-3086) 

 

Background: The 2011-2012 Santa Clara County Civil Grand Jury issued a report titled “An 

Analysis of Pension and Other Post Employment Benefits.” Section 933(c) of the California Penal 

Code requires the governing body of any agency or department which has been the subject of a Grand 

Jury report to respond to the Presiding Judge of the Superior Court on the findings and 

recommendations of the Grand Jury.  The City formally responded to the Civil Grand Jury’s report on 

September 6, 2012.   

 

On December 21, 2016, the 2016-2017 Santa Clara County Civil Grand Jury asked for the City of 

Milpitas to review the 2011-2012 Civil Grand Jury report and corresponding recommendations to 

provide 1) the City’s view of the recommendations, 2) whether the recommendations were accepted, 

and 3) the City’s plan for future action.   

 

Included in the agenda packet for City Council review and approval is the City’s response to that 

request.  

 

Fiscal Impact: None.  

 

Recommendation: Approve staff’s written response to the 2016-2017 Santa Clara County Civil 

Grand Jury Request regarding Pension and Other Post Employment Benefits. 

 

Attachments: 

a) 3 letters of request from 2016-2017 Civil Grand Jury 

b) 2011-2012 Analysis of Pension & Other Post Employment Benefits 

c) Letter of Response by City of Milpitas 09-06-2012 

d) Letter of Response by City of Milpitas 04-18-2017 

 

XVIII.  RESOLUTIONS 

 

  *11. Adopt a Resolution Granting Initial Acceptance of Public Improvements and Approve a 

Reduction of Improvement Security for the Faithful Performance for the Cobblestone 

Subdivision at 375 Los Coches Street by Tri Pointe Homes, Inc. (Staff Contact: Judy Chu, 408-

586-3325) 

 

Background:  On May 7, 2013, the City Council approved a development project with 28 single 

family detached residential units and four live-work units known as “the Cobblestone Subdivision” 

http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_09A.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_09B.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_10A.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_10B.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_10C.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_10D.pdf
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located at 375 Los Coches Street at South Milpitas Boulevard by Tri Pointe Homes, Inc. (Developer).  

On March 18, 2014, the City Council approved the final map Tract No. 10221 and the Subdivision 

Improvement Agreement (SIA) for the project to ensure that the developer will complete all public 

improvements required by the project. The public improvements include but are not limited to: new 

street curb and gutter, sidewalk, driveway approaches, utility connections, street trees, street lights, 

landscaping and irrigation, and traffic signing and striping along the project frontage. 

 

The developer provided improvement securities for the faithful performance in the total amount of 

$250,000 for the final map.  The developer has completed all public improvements in accordance 

with project conditions and approved improvement plan no. 2-1188.  Pursuant to the SIA, upon final 

completion and initial acceptance of public improvements, the improvement security for the faithful 

performance shall be reduced to 10% of the security’s original value for a one-year maintenance 

guarantee period of those public improvements.  Therefore, the improvement security shall be 

reduced to $25,000.00. 

 

California Environmental Quality Act:  On May 7, 2013, the City Council approved 

Environmental Impact Assessment No. EA12-0005 for the Cobblestone Subdivision. Granting initial 

acceptance of public improvements and approving reduction of improvement security for faithful 

performance are not considered projects under CEQA as there will be no direct, or reasonably 

foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment.  

 

Fiscal Impact:  None 

 

Recommendation:  Adopt a resolution granting initial acceptance of public improvements for the 

Cobblestone Subdivision at 375 Los Coches Street by Tri Pointe Homes, Inc. and approving a 

reduction of improvement security for the faithful performance. 

 

Attachment: Resolution – Cobblestone project 

 

  *12. Adopt a Resolution Granting Initial Acceptance of Public Improvements, Approve a Reduction 

of Improvement Security for the Faithful Performance, and Authorize City Manager to Modify 

as needed and then Execute a Maintenance Agreement for Public Improvements for the PACE 

Subdivision at 300, 324-368 Montague Expressway by Contour Trade Zone, LLC (Staff 

Contact: Judy Chu, 408-586-3325) 

 

Background:  On November 15, 2011, the City Council approved a 134-unit residential development 

project known as “the PACE Subdivision” located at 300, 324-368 Montague Expressway (at 

McCandless Drive and Trade Zone Boulevard) by Contour Trade Zone, LLC (Developer). On March 

19, 2013, the City Council approved the final map Tract No. 10138 and the Subdivision Improvement 

Agreement (SIA) for the subject project to ensure that the developer will complete all public 

improvements required by the project.  The public improvements include but are not limited to: new 

street curb and gutter, sidewalk, curb ramps driveway approaches, street lights, street trees, 

landscaping and irrigation along the project frontage, modification of median island, traffic signing 

and striping, traffic signal modification at Trade Zone Boulevard and Montague Expressway and at 

Trade Zone Boulevard and Ringwood Avenue, new utility connections, new recycled water main and 

a new public street Momentum Drive. 

 

The developer has provided improvement securities for the faithful performance in the total amount 

of $1,900,000 for the final map. The developer has completed all public improvements in accordance 

with project conditions and approved improvement plan no. 2-1161. Pursuant to the SIA, upon final 

completion and initial acceptance of public improvements, the improvement security for the faithful 

performance shall be reduced to 10% of the security’s original value for a one-year maintenance 

guarantee period of those public improvements.  Therefore, the improvement security shall be 

reduced to $190,000. 

 

http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_11A.pdf
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As shown on the recorded Tract No. 10138, the developer dedicated Lot F to the City for public street 

and utility purpose, and City accepted the dedication as City Right-of-way subject to improvements. 

Lot F is located between the County of Santa Clara Montague Expressway (County Right-of-way) 

and the PACE Subdivision. Developer and the County of Santa Clara executed a Maintenance and 

Indemnification Agreement (MIA) filed for record in the Office of Recorder of the County of Santa 

Clara as document no. 22227319 on May 20, 2013, providing that the developer shall maintain public 

improvements located in the County Right-of-way. Lot F is contiguous to the County Right-of-way 

with public improvements, therefore, all public improvements located within Lot F shall be 

maintained by the developer. The Maintenance Agreement for Public Improvements (copy in agenda 

packet) requires the developer to maintain all public improvements in the City Right-of-way, which is 

consistent with the MIA. 

 

California Environmental Quality Act:  The PACE Subdivision is located within the Transit Area 

Specific Plan (TASP) area previously approved by the City Council that is consistent with the TASP 

Environmental Impact Report pursuant to CEQA Guideline 15168(c)(2). Granting initial acceptance 

of public improvements and approving reduction of improvement security for faithful performance 

are not considered projects under CEQA as there will be no direct, or reasonably foreseeable indirect 

physical change in the environment.  

 

Fiscal Impact:  None 

 

Recommendations:   

1. Adopt a resolution granting initial acceptance of public improvements for the PACE Subdivision 

at 300, 324-368 Montague Expressway by Contour Trade Zone, LLC and approving a reduction 

of improvement security for the faithful performance; and 

2. Authorize the City Manager to execute a Maintenance Agreement for Public Improvements for 

this project.  

 

Attachment:  

a) Resolution – Pace Project  

b) Maintenance Agreement  

 

  *13. Adopt a Resolution to Release Unclaimed Checks Per Standard Operating Procedure (Staff 

Contact:  Chiu Tak Cheng, 408-586-3118) 

 

Background:  According to City of Milpitas’ Standard Operating Procedure No. 26-1, which 

conforms with California Government Code Section 50055, unclaimed checks of less than $15, or 

any amount if the depositor’s name is unknown, which remain unclaimed for more than one year may 

be transferred to the General Fund by authorization of the City Council. A list of unclaimed checks 

and credits of less than $15, which remain unclaimed for more than one year, is included as Exhibit A 

to the Resolution to Release Unclaimed Checks in the Council’s agenda packet materials. The checks 

and credits listed are no older than March 2016, and this action brings the matter, including all 

credits, up to date through the current year. The sum total of the amount subject to write off is an 

extremely low percentage of the City’s total accounts payable payments. 

 

Fiscal Impact:  The recommended action will increase General Fund revenues by $930.80. 

 

Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution to transfer a total of $930.80 in unclaimed checks and credits, 

per the list generated by the City’s Finance Department, to the General Fund in accordance with 

Standard Operating Procedure No. 26-1. 

 

Attachment: Resolution and Exhibit (list) 

 

  *14. Adopt a Universal Resolution Designating the City Manager as the Authorized Agent to 

Execute for and on Behalf of the City of Milpitas for the Purpose of Obtaining Federal and 

State Financial Assistance (Staff Contact: Toni Charlop, 408-586-2801) 

http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_12A.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_12B.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_13A.pdf
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Background:  Milpitas Municipal Code, Title V, Chapter. 1, Section 4.01, designates the City 

Manager as the Director of Emergency Services. Section 4.02-6, further authorizes the City Manager 

to “represent the City in all dealings with public or private agencies on matters pertaining to 

emergencies as defined” in the ordinance. However, the CA Governor’s Office of Emergency 

Services (OES) requires that all public entities must adopt a “Designation of Applicant’s Agents 

Resolution for Non-State Agencies” (form 130) for the purposes of obtaining certain federal financial 

assistance under Public Law 93-288 as amended by the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 

Emergency Assistance Act of 1988, and/or state financial assistance under the California Disaster 

Assistance Act. It is recommended that the Universal Resolution be adopted and in effect for up to 

three years following date of approval.  

 

Fiscal Impact:  None. 

 

Recommendation: Adopt a Universal Resolution designating the City Manager as the authorized 

agent to execute for, and on behalf of, the City of Milpitas for the purposes of obtaining federal and 

state financial assistance. 

 

Attachment:  Universal Resolution (per state OES) 

 

  *15. Adopt a Resolution Approving the Site Development Permit for New 5,984 Square Foot Two-

story Single Family Residence and Two Detached Structures on a Vacant Hillside Lot at 1639 

Calera Creek Heights Drive  (Staff Contact:  Lillian Hua, 408-586-3073) 

 

Background:  The City received an application to construct a 5,984 square foot two-story single-

family residence, a 1,176 square foot detached recreation center, an 869 square foot 3-car garage, an 

open trellis, and landscape amenities on a vacant lot in the hillside. The project site is an undeveloped 

1.5 acre parcel located along Calera Creek Heights Drive within Planned Unit Development no. 32: 

Calera Creek Heights.  The project site’s is zoned as R1-H in the Hillside Combining District and the 

General Plan designation is Hillside Low-Density.  

 

The Planning Commission (“PC”) unanimously recommended approval of the Site Development 

Permit for the project on March 8, 2016. The PC determined the project is consistent with the policies 

and guiding principles identified in the General Plan, and satisfies the requirements specified in the 

Zoning Ordinance. The project’s architectural design and site planning is aesthetically compatible 

with the neighboring homes.  The project meets the development standards set forth by the Zoning 

Code and Planned Unit Development no. 32, and will be designed to fit in with the natural 

topographic features of the property and will not be visible from the valley floor.  

 

The Commission added a condition that the applicant be required to connect to a recycled water line 

for the purposes of irrigating their proposed landscaping, if the infrastructure was available. On 

November 15, 2016, the City Council approved Resolution No. 8605, which adopted Environmental 

Assessment No. EA16-0006, initial study/mitigated negative declaration for the implementation of 

the Milpitas recycling water pipeline extension project. However, there is no implementation timeline 

for the construction of the recycled water pipeline.  When the recycled water pipeline is available, the 

condition will govern.  

 

Environmental: A categorical exemption pursuant to Section 15303(a) of the CEQA Guidelines – 

New Construction or Conversion of Small Structures, has been applied to this project. Section 

15303(a) includes, but limited to, one single-family residence, or a second dwelling unit in a 

residential zone.  The project’s proposed new construction of a single-family residence and its 

accessory structures are within a residentially zoned area on a legal parcel.  

 

Fiscal Impact: None. 

 

http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_14A.pdf
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Recommendation:  Adopt a resolution approving Site Development Permit No. SD16-0005 to 

construct a new hillside home on a vacant 1.5 acre site located at 1639 Calera Creek Heights Drive.  

 

Attachments: 

a) City Council Resolution 

b) Planning Commission Meeting Minutes 3/08/2017 

c) Planning Commission Staff Report 3/08/2017 

d) Project Plans 

e) Story Pole Photographs 

f) Grading Requirements in Hillside Zones 

 

XIX. AGREEMENT  

 

  *16. Approve Amendment No. 7 to the Consulting Services Agreement with Vali Cooper & 

Associates, Inc. Extending the Term to January 31, 2018 and Increasing Compensation in the 

Additional Amount of $303,000 to Continue Support on Silicon Valley Rapid Transit Program 

Berryessa Extension (SVBX) Project and Montague Expressway Widening Project Capital 

Improvement Projects No. 4265 and No. 4179 (Staff Contact: Steve Chan, 408-586-3324) 

 

Background:  On August 3, 2010, the City entered into a Master Agreement with the Santa Clara 

Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) for reimbursement of City work on the Silicon Valley 

Berryessa Extension (SVBX) project (BART). The Master Agreement allows reimbursement of City 

consultant costs for support services.   

 

On November 20, 2013, the City entered into a consulting services agreement with Vali Cooper & 

Associates, Inc. in the amount of $19,760 to provide support services for the SVBX project through 

June 30, 2014.  On January 21, 2014, the parties entered into Amendment No. 1 to increase the 

compensation by $75,000 to continue the support services. On June 3, 2014, the parties entered into 

Amendment No. 2 to increase the compensation by $158,240 and extended the term.  On December 

16, 2014, the parties entered into Amendment No. 3 to increase the compensation by $300,000 and 

extend the term through September 30, 2015. On September 15, 2015, the parties entered into 

Amendment No. 4 to increase the compensation by $310,000 and extend the term through October 

31, 2016. On September 20, 2016, the parties entered into Amendment No. 5 to increase the 

compensation by $230,000 and extend the term through February 28, 2017. On February 1, 2017, the 

parties entered into Amendment No. 6 to extend the term through August 30, 2017. 

 

Several phases of the SVBX work are in progress simultaneously, including relocation of existing 

utilities, installation of new utilities, track installation, parking garage, roadway, frontage, and station 

construction. The Montague Expressway Widening Project is scheduled to begin shortly and will also 

require engineering support services.  Staff recommends Amendment No. 7 with Vali Cooper & 

Associates to perform additional services by continuing their support with the SVBX project through 

the end of April 30, 2018.  Staff has negotiated a fee for these services not to exceed $303,000.  

Approval of this agreement amendment brings the total agreement amount with Vali Cooper to 

$1,396,000. 

 

Fiscal Impact:  None. Consultant expenses and City staff labor are reimbursable under the VTA 

Master Agreement for CIP No. 4265.  Work performed on the Montague Expressway Widening 

Project is charged to CIP No. 4179.  Sufficient funds are available in the project budgets for these 

services.  

 

Recommendation:  Approve Amendment No. 7 to the agreement with Vali Cooper & Associates 

extending the term to January 31, 2018 in the additional amount of $303,000 for the Silicon Valley 

Berryessa (BART) Extension Project No. 4265 and Montague Expressway Widening Project No. 

4179. 

 

 

http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_15A.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_15B.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_15C.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_15D.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_15E.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_15F.pdf
http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_15F.pdf
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Attachment:  Amendment No. 7 to Agreement with Vali Cooper & Associates, Inc.  

 

XX. REPORTS OF MAYOR & COUNCILMEMBERS – from the assigned Commissions, Committees 

and Agencies 

 

XXI. ADJOURNMENT 

 

 

 

 

NEXT SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING:  

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 26, 2017 

 

 

 

NEXT REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING:  

TUESDAY, MAY 4, 2017 

 

http://www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/_pdfs/council/2017/041817/Item_16.pdf
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MILPITAS CITY COUNCIL CALENDAR 
April 2017 

 

Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 1 
 

 2 
 

 3 
4:00 PM-Ad Hoc Council 
Subcommittee on Marijuana  
(AP / BN)  
7:00 PM-Parks, Recreation & 
Cultural Resources Commission 
(GB) 
 

 4 
6:00 PM-Closed Session 
7:00 PM-City Council 
 

 5 
2:00 PM-Santa Clara VTA 
Monthly Briefing - Northeast 
Group (Santa Clara - BN) 
5:30 PM-Veterans Commission 
(RT) 
7:00 PM-Community Advisory 
Commission (MG) 
 

 6 
5:30 PM-Santa Clara VTA Board 
of Directors (BN) 
5:30 PM-Milpitas Chamber of 
Commerce Board (AP) 
 

 7 
 

 8 
9:15 AM – Santa 
Clara VTA BART 
Silicon Valley 
Berryessa Extension 
Bus Tour (San Jose – 
BN) 
 

 9 
 

 10 
4:00 PM-Economic 
Development Commission (AP) 
 

 11 
6:30 PM-Citizens Task 
Force on Water Rates 

 12 
12:00 PM-Santa Clara Valley 
Water Commission (GB) 
7:00 PM-Planning Commission 
 

 13 
4:00 PM-Santa Clara VTA Policy 
Advisory Committee (BN) 
4:00 PM-Treatment Plant 
Advisory Committee (San Jose – 
MG) 
7:00 PM-Youth Advisory 
Commission (AP) 
7:00 PM-Cities Assoc of SCC 
(MG) 

 14 
YAC – MATH & LOGIC 

COMPETITION 

at Senior Center 

5:30 – 7:30 PM 
 

 
 

 15 
 

 16 
 

EASTER 
 

 

 17 
7:00 PM-Telecommunications 
Commission (GB) 
 

 18 
5:30 PM-Closed Session  
7:00 PM-City Council 
 

 19 
 

 20 
10:00 AM-Santa Clara VTA 
Congestion Management 
Program & Planning Committee 
(BN) 
12:00 PM-VTA Administration & 
Finance Committee (BN) 

 21 
9:00 AM – Santa Clara 
VTA Board of Directors 
Workshop (BN) 
 

 22 
 

 23 
 

 24 
 

 25 
1:30 PM-Senior Advisory 
Commission (BN) 
6:00 PM-Recycling & 
Source Reduction Advisory  
Commission (BN) 
6:30 PM-Citizens Task 
Force on Water Rates 

 26 
5:30 PM-City Council Special 
Meeting – Budget Study 
Session  

7:00 PM-Planning Commission 
 

 27 
12:00 PM-Terrace Gardens 
Board of Directors (BN) 
6:00 PM-Sister Cities 
Commission (AP) 
 

 28 
 

 29 
COMMISSIONERS 

RECOGNITION 

LUNCH 

Community Center 

11:30 AM 

 
 

 30 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

March 2017 
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May 2017 
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MILPITAS CITY COUNCIL CALENDAR 
May 2017 

 

Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday 

 
 

 1 
7:00 PM-Parks, 
Recreation & Cultural 
Resources Commission 
(GB) 
 

 2 
6:00 PM-Closed Session 
7:00 PM-City Council 
 

 3 
2:00 PM-Santa Clara VTA Monthly 

Briefing - Northeast Group (BN) 
(Santa Clara ) 
7:00 PM-Community Advisory 
Commission (MG) 
 

 4 
1:30 PM-Santa Clara County Library Joint 
Powers Authority Board of Directors (GB) 
5:30 PM-Milpitas Chamber of Commerce 
Board (AP) 
5:30 PM-Santa Clara VTA Board of Directors 
7:00 PM-Bicycle Pedestrian Advisory 
Commission (MG) 
 

 5 

 

 6 
 

 7 
 

 8 
4:00 PM-Economic 
Development Commission 
(AP) 
 

 9 
6:30 PM-Citizens Water 
Task Force 

 10 
7:00 PM-Planning Commission 
 

 11 
4:00 PM-Santa Clara VTA Policy Advisory 
Committee (BN) 
6:00 PM-Cities Assoc of SCC General 
Membership Meeting (MG) 
7:00 PM-Youth Advisory Commission (AP) 
 

 12 
 

 13 
 

 14 
 

 15 
7:00 PM-
Telecommunications 
Commission (GB) 
7:00 PM-Library Advisory 
Commission (GB – Milpitas 
Library) 
 

 16 
6:00 PM-Closed Session  
7:00 PM-City Council 
 

 17 
5:30 PM-City Council Budget 
Hearing 

 18 
10:00 AM-Santa Clara VTA Congestion 
Management Program & Planning Committee 
(BN) 
12:00 PM-VTA Admin & Finance Committee 
(BN) 
4:00 PM-Treatment Plant Advisory 
Committee (MG – San Jose) 
5:30 PM-City Council Budget Hearing  
7:00 PM-Bay Area Water Supply Conserv 
Agency (RT) (Foster City) 
7:00 PM-Emergency Preparedness 
Commission (MG) 

 19 
 

 20 and 21 
10 AM – 6PM 

 

INTERNATIONAL 

FESTIVAL & BBQ 

On Alder Dr 

(between McCarthy 
Blvd and Tasman Dr) 

 

 21 
See May 

20Th 
Details 

 22 
7:00 PM-Arts Commission 
(MG) 
 

 23 
6:00 PM-General Plan 
Advisory Committee – 
Topic: Noise and Safety 
 

 24 
7:00 PM-Planning Commission 
 

 25 
4:00 PM-SVRIA Board of Directors (MG) 
6:00 PM-Sister Cities Commission (AP) 
 

 26 
 

 27 
 

 28 
 

 29 
MEMORIAL DAY – City 
Hall Closed for Holiday 

 

 

 30 
 

 31 
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Draft MEETING MINUTES 

CITY OF MILPITAS 
 

Minutes of: Special Meeting of the Milpitas City Council 

Date:   Tuesday, March 29, 2017 

Time:   5:30 PM 

Location:   Milpitas City Hall, 2nd Floor Council Chambers 

455 East Calaveras Blvd., Milpitas 

 

 
ROLL CALL Mayor Tran called the meeting to order at 5:30 PM and City Clerk Mary Lavelle called 

the roll.  
  
 PRESENT:  Mayor Tran, Vice Mayor Grilli and Councilmember Nuñez 
 

ABSENT:  Councilmember Phan. Councilmember Barbadillo was absent at roll call and 
arrived at 5:31 PM.  

 
APPROVE AGENDA On a motion by Vice Mayor Grilli, seconded by Councilmember Nuñez, the meeting 

agenda was approved by unanimous vote. 
 
PUBLIC FORUM None. 
  
STUDY SESSION City Manager Tom Williams introduced the topic of the five-year Capital 
FY 2017-2022 CIP Improvements Program (CIP) for Fiscal Years 2017-2022. He asked the City Council to 

receive the entire presentation from the Public Works Director and after that, staff would 
hear and respond to questions from the Council. 
 
The 5-year CIP was prepared each year consisting of six major categories: improvements 
for Community, Parks, Streets, Water, Sewer, and Storm Drains. Public Works Director 
Nina Hawk discussed the funding sources for the various CIP projects, and the 
relationship to the next Fiscal Year budget. She defined the schedule of public meetings 
held to seek public input and review.  Ms. Hawk identified the major projects and their 
costs within each of the six categories.  
 
Vice Mayor Grilli asked, under previously funded projects that were already approved if 
those could be changed.  Staff replied that most of those were underway, but some are not 
done yet, so possibly.  The Vice Mayor asked specifically about International Park, and 
the Recreation Services Director responded on steps taken so far. 
 
Vice Mayor Grilli asked about the negative funding listed on the Water Fund line for the 
Source Funding 2017-2022 CIP. Ms. Hawk referred to the capital surcharge, which was 
moved from one place to another.  
 
Councilmember Nuñez asked additional questions about International Park, and explicit 
dollars listed in the CIP book.  
 
Councilmember Barbadillo asked about the major increase in the past two years of the 
costs spent on CIP.  The Public Works Director talked about the major increase in the 
share of costs to pay toward sewer treatment plant upgrades planned. Mr. Barbadillo 
asked about prioritizing of the projects. He requested an explanation from staff on 
funding from year one, toward the end of the five years of the CIP plan. 
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City Manager Tom Williams responded to remarks by the Councilmember about 
assessing at end of the year if the City could afford future projects, for the next five years.  
 
Ms. Hawk displayed a list of 19 discretionary (non-mandated) projects, as summarized, 
showing both previously approved projects and those proposed for the future. 
 
Vice Mayor Grilli asked for clarification if the new City Council could remove or move 
up projects on that list, for example the Higuera Adobe Park Caretaker Cottage 
Renovation. Staff responded yes. 
 
Councilmember Nuñez had looked at the chart of uncommitted balances for projects. He 
asked about conforming to the General Plan and the process of reporting back to the 
planning group (General Plan Advisory Committee).  Planning Director Brad Misner 
came forward to explain the legal requirement to ask the Planning Commission to make a 
finding of conformance of the CIP with the adopted General Plan.  
 
Mayor Tran was focused on the next Fiscal Year.  He’d looked at the list of projects, with 
lots of exciting ones including the Skate Park and Main Street Park. He asked staff about 
the park next to the Library and what was scheduled in the CIP. Staff confirmed funding 
for it in the next fiscal year. 
 
Vice Mayor Grilli asked if the City was able to build there. City Manager Williams 
explained there had been some tie-ups with that parcel, due to the dissolution of the 
Redevelopment Agency and some controversy there. However, the recent ballot Measure 
K outcome was to have that land maintained zoned for a park. Mr. Williams explained 
some of the process to get to park construction which was two to three years away.  
 
The Mayor next asked about the Alviso Adobe renovation. The Recreation Director 
explained the latest Phase V of the park improvement project at that site – approved by 
the prior City Council - which would deal with accessing inside the building and major 
renovation inside the home.  
 
$58.8 million was the CIP total requested for funding in the new Fiscal year 2016-17.  
 
Mayor Tran wanted to make a change for CIP No. 3403, Fire Station 2 improvements.  
He requested that it get added to the next year’s CIP and asked for more explanation from 
Ms. Hawk about the funding over years for this project (page 9 of CIP for No. 3403).  
The Fire Chief and City Manager responded further. The Mayor wanted to move funds 
from the Alviso Adobe project to the Fire Station Improvements CIP, stressing the need 
to update buildings for employees. 
 
Councilmember Barbadillo said this effort was not for what they wanted and what they 
liked.  Listen to the Fire Chief, who said the Fire Department was fine for now. Priorities 
were what the Council must consider.  
 
Vice Mayor Grilli agreed with excellent remarks by her colleague. She understood what 
the Mayor was saying and Council needed information to decide if they should decide to 
re-build fire stations sooner than the CIP called for.  
 
Councilmember Nuñez identified projects he needed to learn more about, such as 
“Permitting Technology Improvement.”  He noticed water was on the CIP list often, so 
he asked the City Manager if the water items were going to be reviewed by the Citizens 
Task Force.  
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Mr. Nuñez asked about Councilmembers attending the public meeting on April 6 for the 
community. It may need to be noticed as a Special Meeting, if a majority would be in 
attendance, said the City Attorney.  
 
Next, the Mayor invited comments from the public. 
 
Martha Lambdin, Milpitas resident, thanked City Council for support of the Milpitas 
skate park project.  While kids were growing up, the City needed to expedite the process. 
There was still an interest in having a skate park. 
 
Bernadette Gomez, Yosemite Drive resident, thanked Council for keeping this project 
(skate park) alive. 
 
Robert Marini, Milpitas resident, felt it would be a good idea for the Task Force (on 
water rates) to comment on the CIP.  Priorities were important, and there were higher 
priorities than recycled water, for example leaking pipes that need fixing.  
 
The City Manager responded to Mr. Marini about recycled water.   
 
Mayor Tran asked what benefit did city residents get from the CIP for recycled water 
pipelines. Interim City Engineer Greg Chung came up to explain the major benefit of the 
“purple pipes” and to reduce the demand for potable water.  Also the cost to buy recycled 
water was much cheaper than potable, said the Public Works Director.  
 
Mayor Tran asked what type of savings residents would enjoy from the recycled water 
project. He wanted to see some numbers on that. The City Manager further expressed the 
discretion that Council had on the CIP.  
 
Councilmember Barbadillo discussed the Santa Clara Valley Water District and its 
expenditure on recycled water and the wholesale product to the City.  
 
Mayor Tran thanked staff and expressed that he learned so much through the CIP 
document and this process. 
 
Next on the calendar was a community meeting to provide information and outreach to 
the public, scheduled for Thursday, April 6 at 7:00 PM at the Senior Center.  

  
ADJOURNMENT Mayor Tran adjourned the special meeting at 7:35 PM. 
 

 
Minutes drafted and submitted by 

Mary Lavelle, City Clerk  
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3416 City General Plan Update13

3418 City Std. Details, Guidelines, & Specs.174

3424 Citywide Park Playground Rehabilitation  *35

Plan Creighton Park Renovation48

7131 Daniel Court Water Main & Service Replacement224

3709 Dempsey Road Storm Drain Replacement181

7118 Dempsey Road Water Line Replacement220

4282 Disadvantaged Community ADA Ramps199

New Dixon Landing Park Renovation41

4253 Dixon Landing Road Plan Line70

4276 Electrical Vehicle Charging Stations197

3429 Feasibility & Location for Performing Arts Theater180

New Fire Apparatus Replacement Plan  *18

Plan Fire Station #2 Replacement23
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Plan Fire Station #3 Replacement24

3403 Fire Station Improvements9

New Fire Station No. 1 Pavement Repair19

Plan Flap Gate Replacement154

New Foothill Park Renovation42

New Hidden Lake Park Renovation43

Plan Higuera Adobe Caretaker Cottage Renovation49

5097 Higuera Adobe Park Renovation202

7110 Hydrant Replacement Program101

4274 I 880 Interchange R/W Closeout196

5101 International Park203

New Jurgens Pump Station152

2001 Light Rail Median Landscaping163

Plan Los Coches Backbone112

Plan Lower Berryessa Creek Water Line113

2005 Lower Penitencia Creek Pedestrian Bridge165

New Main Street/Library Park44

5102 McCandless Park38

3402 McCarthy Blvd. LLMD Improvement66

3407 Midtown Parking Garage  *169

Plan Midtown Specific Plan Update25

3430 Midtown Street Light Project69

Plan Minor Sewer Projects135

6122 Minor Sewer Projects 2016213

3712 Minor Storm Drain Projects 2016184

Plan Minor Storm Projects 2020155

4272 Minor Traffic Improvements 2014194

4279 Minor Traffic Improvements 201673

Plan Minor Water Projects114

7123 Minor Water Projects 2015221

4179 Montague Expwy Widening at Great Mall Pkwy186

Plan Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Penitencia Crk79

2008 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Piper Dr.65

3408 MSC Facility Improvements170

Plan MSC Master Plan Update50

5103 MSC Pool Rehabilitation  *204

Plan Murphy Park Renovation51

Plan Oak Creek Pump Station Upgrade156

5098 Park Irrigation System Repair & Improvement37
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3710 Penitencia Pump Station Improvements182
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Plan Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 2115
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Plan Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 4117

Plan Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 5118

3421 Replacement Fire Station Alert System  *177

7112 Reservoir Cleaning216

New Robert E. Browne Park Renovation46

4264 S. Abel Street Resurfacing189

Plan S. Milpitas Blvd Bike/Ped. Improvements80

2004 S. Milpitas Boulevard Extension164

Plan Sandalwood Park Renovation52

New Sanitary Sewer Cathodic Protection Improv.132

6119 Sanitary Sewer Condition Assessment Prgm130

6123 Sanitary Sewer Overflow Improvements131

Plan Sanitary Supervisory Control & Data Acquisition136

2009 SCVWD Second Water Supply Turnout98

Plan Sewer Main Replacement Study 2018137

Plan Sewer Master Plan 2021138

New Sewer Pump Station Rehab. Program133

New Sewer Pump Station Treatment Improv.134

6106 Sewer Replacement Study207

Plan Sewer Seismic Study 19-20139

6110 Sewer System Hydraulic Modeling208

Plan Sewer System Hydraulic Modeling 17-19140

Plan Sewer System Replacement141

6115 Sewer System Replacement 11-12209

6116 Sewer System Replacement 12-13210

3428 Shuttle Study179

4257 Signal Mitigation @ McCarthy & Irvine Entrance187

3411 Sinclair LMD Improvements171

Plan Sinnott Park Renovation53

6118 SJ/SC Regional Waste Water Facility129

3401 Solid Waste Master Plan168

4267 Soundwall and Barrier Repair and Renovation Program72

Plan Sports Center Skate Park54

5104 Sports Center Sports Fields205

New Sports Fields Turf Rehabilitation Prog.47

Plan Starlite Park Renovation55

Plan Storm Drain Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition158

Plan Storm Drain System Rehab 17-19159

3700 Storm Drain System Rehabilitation151

Plan Street Landscape Irrigation Repair81

4273 Street Landscape Irrigation Repair 2014195

4266 Street Light LED Conversion Improvements71

3412 Street Resurfacing Project 2014172
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4284 Street Resurfacing Project 2017200

TOC - 8



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Table of Contents

Plan Street Resurfacing Project 201882

Plan Street Resurfacing Project 201983

Plan Street Resurfacing Project 202084
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4281 TASP Underground Utility District74

3427 Technology Projects15

4269 Traffic Management Enhancements 2013191

Plan Traffic Management Enhancements 202086

Plan Traffic Signal Installation87

Plan Traffic Studies & Minor Improvements88

2006 Transit Area Specific Plan Update166

3713 Trash Removal Devices185

7113 Turnout Improvements102

3425 Utility Undergrounding 201767

7126 Water Conservation Program  *106

7114 Water Meter Replacement217

Plan Water O&M Database Management119

7127 Water Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition107

7120 Water Supply Blending Study104

7108 Water System Hydraulic Modeling215

Plan Water System Replacement Study120

7130 Water Valve Replacement223
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2001 Light Rail Median Landscaping163

2002 2nd SCVWD Water Reservoir & Pump Sta.97

2004 S. Milpitas Boulevard Extension164

2005 Lower Penitencia Creek Pedestrian Bridge165

2006 Transit Area Specific Plan Update166

2007 Berryessa Creek Trail, Reach 4, 5, 6A167

2008 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Piper Dr.65

2009 SCVWD Second Water Supply Turnout98

3401 Solid Waste Master Plan168

3402 McCarthy Blvd. LLMD Improvement66

3403 Fire Station Improvements9

3406 City Building Improvements10

3407 Midtown Parking Garage  *169

3408 MSC Facility Improvements170

3411 Sinclair LMD Improvements171

3412 Street Resurfacing Project 2014172

3414 City Buildings, Exterior Painting & Repairs11

3415 PD Communications  *12

3416 City General Plan Update13

3417 Recycled Water On-site Conversions173

3418 City Std. Details, Guidelines, & Specs.174

3419 Public Safety Communications Equipment  *175

3420 Public Safety Equipment  *176

3421 Replacement Fire Station Alert System  *177

3422 City Buildings Roofing Repairs14

3423 Police Records Management System  *178

3424 Citywide Park Playground Rehabilitation  *35

3425 Utility Undergrounding 201767

3426 Annual Sidewalk, Curb & Gutter Repair  *68

3427 Technology Projects15

3428 Shuttle Study179

3429 Feasibility & Location for Performing Arts Theater180

3430 Midtown Street Light Project69

3431 City Gateway Tree Planting16

3700 Storm Drain System Rehabilitation151

3709 Dempsey Road Storm Drain Replacement181

3710 Penitencia Pump Station Improvements182

3711 BART Project - Storm Improvements183

3712 Minor Storm Drain Projects 2016184

3713 Trash Removal Devices185
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4264 S. Abel Street Resurfacing189
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4269 Traffic Management Enhancements 2013191
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4271 Bridge Improvements193

4272 Minor Traffic Improvements 2014194

4273 Street Landscape Irrigation Repair 2014195

4274 I 880 Interchange R/W Closeout196

4276 Electrical Vehicle Charging Stations197

4279 Minor Traffic Improvements 201673

4280 Street Resurfacing Project 2016198

4281 TASP Underground Utility District74

4282 Disadvantaged Community ADA Ramps199

4283 ADA Curb Ramp Transition Program 201675

4284 Street Resurfacing Project 2017200

4285 Calaveras Road Repair201
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5097 Higuera Adobe Park Renovation202
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5101 International Park203
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5103 MSC Pool Rehabilitation  *204

5104 Sports Center Sports Fields205
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6106 Sewer Replacement Study207

6110 Sewer System Hydraulic Modeling208

6115 Sewer System Replacement 11-12209

6116 Sewer System Replacement 12-13210

6117 TASP Sewer Line Replacement211

6118 SJ/SC Regional Waste Water Facility129

6119 Sanitary Sewer Condition Assessment Prgm130

6121 BART Project - Sewer Improvements212

6122 Minor Sewer Projects 2016213

6123 Sanitary Sewer Overflow Improvements131

7070 Pressure Reducing Valve Replacement214

7076 Well Upgrade Project99
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GRAND SUMMARY

NOTES

Project Expenses Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22

Community Improvement 8,760,000 3,525,000 1,475,000 300,000 20,150,000 34,210,000

Park Improvement 11,375,000 1,935,000 8,170,000 6,300,000 6,200,000 33,980,000

Street Improvement 11,481,840 14,938,502 11,576,734 6,065,389 19,529,480 63,591,945

Water Improvement 15,196,700 24,701,943 41,862,910 13,981,500 1,268,800 97,011,853

Sewer Improvement 11,305,000 19,184,389 20,995,244 20,301,397 5,355,385 77,141,415

Storm Drain Improvement 1,515,000 2,295,000 6,420,000 5,170,000 11,545,000 26,945,000

59,633,540 66,579,834 90,499,888 52,118,286 64,048,665 332,880,213Total

Funding Sources Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22

Gas Tax Fund 2,000,000 1,775,000 1,975,000 1,715,000 1,675,000 9,140,000

General Government CIP Fund 11,745,557 4,022,557 2,471,759 1,806,254 1,816,053 21,862,180

Midtown Park Fund 2,275,000 300,000 0 0 0 2,575,000

Park Fund 3,825,000 825,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 4,950,000

Sewer Fund 8,558,200 3,831,502 1,659,910 1,963,428 1,767,057 17,780,097

Sewer Infrastructure Fund 200,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 600,000

Sewer Treatment Fund 3,250,000 2,750,000 2,750,000 750,000 750,000 10,250,000

Water Fund (1,050,000) 0 0 0 0 (1,050,000)

Water Line Extension Fund 3,445,000 1,122,100 850,000 0 0 5,417,100

Storm Drain Fund 1,115,000 370,000 45,000 45,000 45,000 1,620,000

Equipment Replacement Fund 2,060,000 0 200,000 0 0 2,260,000

Traffic Impact Fees (50,000) 0 0 0 0 (50,000)

TASP Impact Fees 6,425,000 5,850,000 5,750,000 0 14,000,000 32,025,000

Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT) 1,600,000 1,600,000 1,600,000 1,600,000 1,600,000 8,000,000

LLMD 100,000 19,443 20,065 20,707 21,370 181,585

Vehicle Registration Fee 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 2,500,000

Community Planning Fees 200,000 0 0 0 0 200,000

Water Capital Surcharge 4,100,000 2,525,000 7,374,260 776,500 778,800 15,554,560

Permit Automation Fund 200,000 200,000 100,000 0 0 500,000

50,498,757 25,790,602 25,495,994 9,376,889 23,153,280 134,315,522Sub Total

(a) FY17/18 includes $9.815 Mil. for the City’s portion of improvements to the SJ/SC wastewater treatment plant.

(b) Grants are identified on the detailed project sheets.

External Financing Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22

Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees 2,708,083 18,246,193 21,907,000 13,365,000 0 56,226,276

Sanitary Sewer Bonds 0 12,709,389 16,695,244 17,701,397 2,955,385 50,061,415

Water Bonds 6,426,700 7,908,650 9,576,650 0 0 23,912,000

9,134,783 38,864,232 48,178,894 31,066,397 2,955,385 130,199,691Sub Total

59,633,540 66,579,834 90,499,888 52,118,286 64,048,665Total 332,880,213

Unidentified Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22

Unidentified Funding 0 1,925,000 16,825,000 11,675,000 37,940,000 68,365,000
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PROJECT FY 2016-17 FY 2017-18

2005 Lower Penitencia Creek Pedestrian Bridge 100,000
2006 Transit Area Specific Plan Update 375,000
2007 Berryessa Creek Trail, Reach 4,5,6A 300,000
2008 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Piper Dr. 100,000 3,800,000
2009 SCVWD Second Water Supply Turnout 100,000
3401 Solid Waste Master Plan 766,800 *
3402 McCarthy Blvd. LLMD Improvement 18,256 100,000
3403 Fire Station Improvements (600,000) 195,000
3406 City Building Improvements 625,000 300,000
3407 Midtown Parking Garage 150,000
3412 Street Resurfacing Project 2014 (200,000)
3414 City Buildings, Exterior Painting & Repairs  800,000
3415 PD Communications  * 335,000 3,785,000
3416 City General Plan Update 700,000  200,000
3417 Recycled Water On-Site Conversions 800,000
3418 City Std. Details, Guidelines, & Specs. 100,000
3419 Public Safety Communications Equipment  * 270,000
3420 Public Safety Equipment  * 196,785 *  
3421 Replacement Fire Station Alert System  * 220,000
3422 City Buildings Roofing Repairs 100,000 100,000
3423 Police Records Management System 700,000
3424 Citywide Park Playground Rehabilitation 500,000 200,000
3425 Utility Undergrounding 2020 250,000
3426 Annual Sidewalk, Curb & Gutter Repair 825,000 * 381,840
3427 Technology Projects 100,000 350,000
3428 Shuttle Study 60,000  
3429 Feasibility & Location for Performing Arts Theater 20,000
3430 Midtown Street Light Project 250,000 1,550,000
3431 City Gateway Tree Planting 100,000 (100,000)
3700 Storm Drain System Rehabilitation 335,000 65,000
3709 Dempsey Road Storm Drain Replacement 830,000
3710 Penitencia Pump Station Improvements (150,000)
3713 Trash Removal Devices 350,000
4253 Dixon Landing Road Plan Line (50,000)
4266 Street Light LED Conversion Improvements 200,000
4267 Soundwall and Barrier Repair and Renovation 300,000
4271 Bridge Improvements 750,000  
4276 Electrical Vehicle Charging Stations 300,000
4279 Minor Traffic Improvements 2016 100,000 100,000
4281 TASP Underground Utility District 40,000
4283 ADA Curb Ramp Transition Program 2016 825,000 * 300,000
4284 Street Resurfacing Project 2017 4,600,000
4285 Calaveras Road Repair 1,200,000 *
5102 McCandless Park 400,000 * 3,250,000
5106 Weller House Acquisition 25,000
5105 Park Access Improvements and Resurfacing 600,000
5055 Alviso Adobe Renovation 50,000 525,000
5097 Higuera Adobe Park Renovation 600,000  
5098 Park Irrigation Repair & Improvement 100,000
6118 SJ/SC Regional Waste Water Facility 6,200,000 9,815,000
6119 Sanitary Sewer Condition Assessment Prgm 165,000 100,000
6122 Minor Sewer Projects 2016 50,000
6123 Sanitary Sewer Overflow Improvements 25,000 75,000
7076 Well Upgrade Project 3,000,000 4,000,000
7100 Aging Water System/Seismic Improvement 5,400,000 6,400,000
7110 Hydrant Replacement 70,000
7113 Turn Out Improvements (150,000)
7115 Cathodic Protection Improvements 125,000
7117 Abel Street Pipeline Extension  * 90,000
7119 Sunnyhills Turnout Pressure Reducing Valve (600,000)
7120 Water Supply Blending Study (100,000)
7121 Automated Water Meter Replacement 2,045,000 2,226,700

7125 BART Project Water Improvements 3,184,563 *  
7126 Water Conservation Program 600,000  
7128 Recycled Water Pipeline Infill Project 1,500,000 (1,200,000)
7129 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 1 9,850,000 3,750,000
7130 Water Valve Replacement 200,000
7131 Daniel Court Water Main & Service Replacement 1,500,000 *

New Annual Tree Replacement Program 200,000
New Fire Apparatus Replacement Plan  * 2,060,000
New Permitting Technology Improvement 200,000
New Sewer Pump Station Treatment Improvement 400,000
New Sewer Pump Station rehabilitation Prg 200,000
New Annual Street and Signal Light Repair 100,000
New Sports Field Turf Rehabilitation Program 225,000
New Main Street Park 1,375,000
New Annual Water Distribution Rehabilitation Program 600,000
Plan 2018-19 Finance System Upgrade 300,000
Plan City Building ADA Compliance Review 110,000
Plan Sandalwood Park Renovation 1,275,000
Plan Creighton Park Rehabilitation 1,400,000
Plan Sports Center Skate Park 3,025,000
Plan Traffic Studies & Minor Improvements 100,000
Plan Street Resurfacing Project 2018 4,600,000
Plan Minor Water Projects 100,000
Plan Water O&M Database Management 100,000
Plan Minor Sewer Projects 50,000
Plan Sewer Main Replacement Study 2018 115,000
Plan Sewer System Hydraulic Modeling 17-19 100,000
Plan Sanitary Supervisory Control & Data Acquistition 450,000
Plan Flap Gate Replacement 50,000
Plan Storm Drain System Rehab 17-19 1,400,000
Plan Midtown Specific Plan Update   260,000

TOTAL COST 52,051,404 59,633,540

* = Mid-year Appropriation

City of Milpitas

2017 - 2022 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

FY 2016-17 and FY 2017-18 COMPARISON 
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New Projects

Community Improvement

2017-18Project Number & NamePG 2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22 TOTAL

4,460,00018 Fire Apparatus Replacement Plan  * 00700,0001,700,0002,060,000New

1,200,00019 Fire Station No. 1 Pavement Repair 1,200,0000000New

500,00020 Permitting Technology Improvement 00100,000200,000200,000New

800,00017 Annual Tree Replacement Program 150,000150,000150,000150,000200,000New

2,460,000Totals 2,050,000 950,000 150,000 1,350,000 6,960,000

1,200,0001,200,0000000Unidentified Funding Totals

2,200,00000500,0001,700,0000Grants & Reimbursements Totals

000000Bonds Totals

3,400,0001,200,0000500,0001,700,0000Total

External Financing

Park Improvement

2017-18Project Number & NamePG 2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22 TOTAL

450,00047 Sports Fields Turf Rehabilitation Prog. 000225,000225,000New

1,300,00040 Ben Rogers Park Renovation 01,300,000000New

2,200,00041 Dixon Landing Park Renovation 2,200,0000000New

2,600,00042 Foothill Park Renovation 02,600,000000New

1,500,00043 Hidden Lake Park Renovation 1,500,0000000New

1,375,00044 Main Street/Library Park 00001,375,000New

2,400,00046 Robert E. Browne Park Renovation 2,400,0000000New

2,300,00045 Peter D. Gill Park Renovation 02,300,000000New

1,600,000Totals 225,000 0 6,200,000 6,100,000 14,125,000

12,300,0006,100,0006,200,000000Unidentified Funding Totals

000000Grants & Reimbursements Totals

000000Bonds Totals

12,300,0006,100,0006,200,000000Total

External Financing

Sewer Improvement

2017-18Project Number & NamePG 2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22 TOTAL

625,000132 Sanitary Sewer Cathodic Protection Improv. 000625,0000New

600,000133 Sewer Pump Station Rehab. Program 100,000100,000100,000100,000200,000New

400,000134 Sewer Pump Station Treatment Improv. 0000400,000New

600,000Totals 725,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 1,625,000

000000Unidentified Funding Totals

000000Grants & Reimbursements Totals

000000Bonds Totals

000000Total

External Financing
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New Projects

Storm Drain Improvement

2017-18Project Number & NamePG 2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22 TOTAL

10,000,000152 Jurgens Pump Station 10,000,0000000New

0Totals 0 0 0 10,000,000 10,000,000

10,000,00010,000,0000000Unidentified Funding Totals

000000Grants & Reimbursements Totals

000000Bonds Totals

10,000,00010,000,0000000Total

External Financing

Street Improvement

2017-18Project Number & NamePG 2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22 TOTAL

300,00076 Annual Bridge Rehabilitation 75,00075,00075,00075,0000New

500,00077 Annual Street and Signal Light Repair Prog. 100,000100,000100,000100,000100,000New

4,600,00078 Street Resurfacing Project 2022 4,600,0000000New

100,000Totals 175,000 175,000 175,000 4,775,000 5,400,000

000000Unidentified Funding Totals

000000Grants & Reimbursements Totals

000000Bonds Totals

000000Total

External Financing

Water Improvement

2017-18Project Number & NamePG 2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22 TOTAL

3,000,000111 Annual Water Distribution Rehab. Program 600,000600,000600,000600,000600,000New

490,000110 Additional SCVWD Zone 1 Pressure Red. Val 490,0000000New

600,000Totals 600,000 600,000 600,000 1,090,000 3,490,000

490,000490,0000000Unidentified Funding Totals

000000Grants & Reimbursements Totals

000000Bonds Totals

490,000490,0000000Total

External Financing

23,990,00017,790,0006,200,000000Unidentified Funding

2,200,00000500,0001,700,0000Grants & Reimbursements

000000Bonds

26,190,00017,790,0006,200,000500,0001,700,0000Grand Total Ext Funding Sources

External Funding Totals

Grand Total New Projects

5,360,000 3,775,000 1,825,000 7,225,000 23,415,000 41,600,000

2017-18 2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22 TOTAL

New Projects
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City of Milpitas 
2017–22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

 
 

Previously Funded Projects to be closed as of June 30, 2017 

 
 

Community Improvement Projects 
3407  Midtown Parking Garage 
3408  MSC Facility Improvements 
 
 
Parks Projects 
5103  MSC Pool Rehabilitation   * 
5106  Weller House Acquisition 
 
 
Street Projects 
3412  Street Resurfacing Project 2014 
4257  Signal Mitigation @ McCarthy & Irvine Entrance 
4264  S. Abel Street Resurfacing  
4270  2014 Road Rehabilitation 
4271  Bridge Improvement 
4272  Minor Traffic Improvements 2014 
 
 
Water Projects 
7070  Pressure Reducing Valve Replacement 
7113 Turnout Improvements 
7114  Water Meter Replacement 
7119 Sunnyhills Turnout Pressure Reducing Valve 
7120 Water Supply Blending Study 
7123 Minor Water Projects 2018 
7130  Water Valve Replacement  
 
Sewer Projects 
6106  Sewer Replacement Study 
6110  Sewer System Hydraulic Modeling 
 
 
Storm Drain Projects 
3710  Penitencia Pump Station Improvements 

 



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

PROJECT CATEGORIES 2017-18 2018-19 2021-222019-20 2020-21 Total

Unidentified Funding Summary

FY 2017-22

Community ImprovementCommunity ImprovementCommunity ImprovementCommunity Improvement 19,850,000 19,850,000

Park ImprovementPark ImprovementPark ImprovementPark Improvement 7,900,000 6,200,000 6,100,000 20,200,000

Street ImprovementStreet ImprovementStreet ImprovementStreet Improvement 600,000 350,000 950,000

Water ImprovementWater ImprovementWater ImprovementWater Improvement 1,950,000 490,000 2,440,000

Storm Drain ImprovementStorm Drain ImprovementStorm Drain ImprovementStorm Drain Improvement 1,925,000 6,375,000 5,125,000 11,500,000 24,925,000

0 1,925,000 16,825,000 11,675,000 37,940,000 68,365,000TOTAL

Summary - 7Printed 4/11/17  -  03:01 PM
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

2017-18PROJECT
PG.

NO.
2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22

TOTAL 
COST

COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS SUMMARY

PROJECTS THAT HAVE IDENTIFIED FUNDING SOURCES

3403 195,0009 Fire Station Improvements 195,000

3406 600,00010 City Building Improvements 225,00075,000300,000

3414 800,00011 City Buildings, Exterior Painting & Repairs 800,000

3415 3,785,00012 PD Communications  * 3,785,000

3416 200,00013 City General Plan Update 200,000

3422 100,00014 City Buildings Roofing Repairs 100,000

3427 950,00015 Technology Projects 150,000150,000150,000150,000350,000

3431 150,00016 City Gateway Tree Planting 150,000100,000-100,000

New 800,00017 Annual Tree Replacement Program 150,000150,000150,000150,000200,000

New 4,460,00018 Fire Apparatus Replacement Plan  * 700,0001,700,0002,060,000

New 500,00020 Permitting Technology Improvement 100,000200,000200,000

Plan 1,450,00021 2018-19 Finance System Upgrade 1,150,000300,000

Plan 110,00022 City Building ADA Compliance Review 110,000

Plan 260,00025 Midtown Specific Plan Update 260,000

8,760,000TOTAL COST 3,525,000 1,475,000 300,000 300,000 14,360,000

2017-18

PR
PG.

NO.
2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22

TOTAL 
COST

PROJECTS THAT HAVE UNIDENTIFIED FUNDING SOURCES

650,000Fire Station Improvements9 650,0003403

1,200,000Fire Station No. 1 Pavement Repair19 1,200,000New

10,000,000Fire Station #2 Replacement23 10,000,000Plan

8,000,000Fire Station #3 Replacement24 8,000,000Plan

0TOTAL COST 0 0 0 19,850,000 19,850,000

8,760,000 3,525,000 1,475,000 300,000 20,150,000 34,210,000Text8TOTAL COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENT NEEDS

(a) "New" projects listed are new  to  CIP

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

Summary - 8Printed 4/11/17  -  03:01 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

2017-18PROJECT
PG.

NO.
2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22

TOTAL 

COST

PARK IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS SUMMARY

PROJECTS THAT HAVE IDENTIFIED FUNDING SOURCES

3424 200,00035 Citywide Park Playground Rehabilitation  * 200,000

5055 1,385,00036 Alviso Adobe Renovation 860,000525,000

5098 500,00037 Park Irrigation System Repair & Improvement 100,000100,000100,000100,000100,000

5102 3,250,00038 McCandless Park 3,250,000

5105 600,00039 Annual Park Access Improv. & Resurfacing  * 600,000

New 1,375,00044 Main Street/Library Park 1,375,000

New 450,00047 Sports Fields Turf Rehabilitation Prog. 225,000225,000

Plan 1,400,00048 Creighton Park Renovation 1,400,000

Plan 170,00049 Higuera Adobe Caretaker Cottage Renovation 170,000

Plan 150,00050 MSC Master Plan Update 150,000

Plan 1,275,00052 Sandalwood Park Renovation 1,275,000

Plan 3,025,00054 Sports Center Skate Park 3,025,000

11,375,000TOTAL COST 1,935,000 270,000 100,000 100,000 13,780,000

2017-18

PR
PG.

NO.
2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22

TOTAL 
COST

PROJECTS THAT HAVE UNIDENTIFIED FUNDING SOURCES

1,300,000Ben Rogers Park Renovation40 1,300,000New

2,200,000Dixon Landing Park Renovation41 2,200,000New

2,600,000Foothill Park Renovation42 2,600,000New

1,500,000Hidden Lake Park Renovation43 1,500,000New

2,300,000Peter D. Gill Park Renovation45 2,300,000New

2,400,000Robert E. Browne Park Renovation46 2,400,000New

3,750,000Murphy Park Renovation51 3,750,000Plan

1,150,000Sinnott Park Renovation53 1,150,000Plan

1,375,000Starlite Park Renovation55 1,375,000Plan

1,625,000Strickroth Park Renovation56 1,625,000Plan

0TOTAL COST 0 7,900,000 6,200,000 6,100,000 20,200,000

11,375,000 1,935,000 8,170,000 6,300,000 6,200,000 33,980,000Text8TOTAL PARK IMPROVEMENT NEEDS

(a) "New" projects listed are new  to  CIP

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c)  " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

Summary - 9Printed 4/11/17  -  03:01 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

2017-18PROJECT
PG.

NO.
2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22

TOTAL 

COST

STREET IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS SUMMARY

PROJECTS THAT HAVE IDENTIFIED FUNDING SOURCES

2008 12,800,00065 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Piper Dr. 9,000,0003,800,000

3402 181,58566 McCarthy Blvd. LLMD Improvement 21,37020,70720,06519,443100,000

3426 2,035,36068 Annual Sidewalk, Curb & Gutter Repair  * 433,110419,682406,669394,059381,840

3430 6,425,00069 Midtown Street Light Project 4,875,0001,550,000

4253 -50,00070 Dixon Landing Road Plan Line -50,000

4266 200,00071 Street Light LED Conversion Improvements 200,000

4267 550,00072 Soundwall and Barrier Repair and Renovation 150,000100,000300,000

4279 100,00073 Minor Traffic Improvements 2016 100,000

4281 100,00074 TASP Underground Utility District 100,000

4283 1,500,00075 ADA Curb Ramp Transition Program 2016 300,000300,000300,000300,000300,000

New 300,00076 Annual Bridge Rehabilitation 75,00075,00075,00075,000

New 500,00077 Annual Street and Signal Light Repair Prog. 100,000100,000100,000100,000100,000

New 4,600,00078 Street Resurfacing Project 2022 4,600,000

Plan 14,000,00079 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Penitencia Crk 14,000,000

Plan 200,00080 S. Milpitas Blvd Bike/Ped. Improvements 200,000

Plan 300,00081 Street Landscape Irrigation Repair 150,000150,000

Plan 4,600,00082 Street Resurfacing Project 2018 4,600,000

Plan 4,600,00083 Street Resurfacing Project 2019 4,600,000

Plan 4,600,00084 Street Resurfacing Project 2020 4,600,000

Plan 4,600,00085 Street Resurfacing Project 2021 4,600,000

Plan 200,00086 Traffic Management Enhancements 2020 200,000

Plan 300,00088 Traffic Studies & Minor Improvements 100,000100,000100,000

11,481,840TOTAL COST 14,938,502 10,976,734 5,715,389 19,529,480 62,641,945

2017-18

PR
PG.

NO.
2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22

TOTAL 
COST

PROJECTS THAT HAVE UNIDENTIFIED FUNDING SOURCES

600,000Utility Undergrounding 201767 600,0003425

350,000Traffic Signal Installation87 350,000Plan

0TOTAL COST 0 600,000 350,000 0 950,000

11,481,840 14,938,502 11,576,734 6,065,389 19,529,480 63,591,945Text8TOTAL STREET IMPROVEMENT NEEDS

(a) "New" projects listed are new  to  CIP

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

Summary - 10Printed 4/11/17  -  03:01 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

2017-18PROJECT
PG.

NO.
2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22

TOTAL 

COST

WATER IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS SUMMARY

PROJECTS THAT HAVE IDENTIFIED FUNDING SOURCES

2002 6,500,00097 2nd SCVWD Water Reservoir & Pump Sta. 3,250,0003,250,000

2009 3,000,00098 SCVWD Second Water Supply Turnout 2,500,000500,000

7076 11,300,00099 Well Upgrade Project 4,000,0003,300,0004,000,000

7100 6,400,000100 Aging Water System/Seismic Improvements  * 6,400,000

7110 371,660101 Hydrant Replacement Program 78,80076,50074,26072,10070,000

7113 -150,000102 Turnout Improvements -150,000

7119 -600,000103 Sunnyhills Turnout Pressure Reducing Valve -600,000

7120 -100,000104 Water Supply Blending Study -100,000

7121 6,680,000105 Automated Meter Replacement Program 2,226,6502,226,6502,226,700

7127 4,000,000107 Water Supervisory Control and Data Acquisitio 3,500,000500,000

7128 -1,200,000108 Recycled Water Pipeline Infill Project -1,200,000

7129 9,850,000109 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 1 6,100,0003,750,000

New 3,000,000111 Annual Water Distribution Rehab. Program 600,000600,000600,000600,000600,000

Plan 4,200,000112 Los Coches Backbone 3,350,000850,000

Plan 1,025,000113 Lower Berryessa Creek Water Line 1,025,000

Plan 500,000114 Minor Water Projects 100,000100,000100,000100,000100,000

Plan 4,755,000115 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 2 4,755,000

Plan 11,957,000116 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 3 8,450,0003,507,000

Plan 19,578,193117 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 4 13,400,0006,178,193

Plan 3,305,000118 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 5 3,305,000

Plan 100,000119 Water O&M Database Management 100,000

Plan 100,000120 Water System Replacement Study 100,000

15,196,700TOTAL COST 24,701,943 39,912,910 13,981,500 778,800 94,571,853

2017-18

PR
PG.

NO.
2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22

TOTAL 
COST

PROJECTS THAT HAVE UNIDENTIFIED FUNDING SOURCES

1,950,000Water Supervisory Control and Data Acqui107 1,950,0007127

490,000Additional SCVWD Zone 1 Pressure Red. 110 490,000New

0TOTAL COST 0 1,950,000 0 490,000 2,440,000

15,196,700 24,701,943 41,862,910 13,981,500 1,268,800 97,011,853Text8TOTAL WATER IMPROVEMENT NEEDS

(a) "New" projects listed are new to CIP

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c)  " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

Summary - 11Printed 4/11/17  -  03:01 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

2017-18PROJECT
PG.

NO.
2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22

TOTAL 

COST

SEWER IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS SUMMARY

PROJECTS THAT HAVE IDENTIFIED FUNDING SOURCES

6118 70,126,415129 SJ/SC Regional Waste Water Facility 4,705,38519,201,39720,195,24416,209,3899,815,000

6119 200,000130 Sanitary Sewer Condition Assessment Prgm 100,000100,000

6123 75,000131 Sanitary Sewer Overflow Improvements 75,000

New 625,000132 Sanitary Sewer Cathodic Protection Improv. 625,000

New 600,000133 Sewer Pump Station Rehab. Program 100,000100,000100,000100,000200,000

New 400,000134 Sewer Pump Station Treatment Improv. 400,000

Plan 250,000135 Minor Sewer Projects 50,00050,00050,00050,00050,000

Plan 2,000,000136 Sanitary Supervisory Control & Data Acquisitio 1,550,000450,000

Plan 115,000137 Sewer Main Replacement Study 2018 115,000

Plan 450,000138 Sewer Master Plan 2021 450,000

Plan 100,000139 Sewer Seismic Study 19-20 100,000

Plan 200,000140 Sewer System Hydraulic Modeling 17-19 50,00050,000100,000

Plan 2,000,000141 Sewer System Replacement 500,000500,000500,000500,000

11,305,000TOTAL COST 19,184,389 20,995,244 20,301,397 5,355,385 77,141,415

11,305,000 19,184,389 20,995,244 20,301,397 5,355,385 77,141,415Text8TOTAL SEWER IMPROVEMENT NEEDS

(a) "New" projects listed are new  to  CIP

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

Summary - 12Printed 4/11/17  -  03:01 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

2017-18PROJECT
PG.

NO.
2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22

TOTAL 

COST

STORM DRAIN IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS SUMMARY

PROJECTS THAT HAVE IDENTIFIED FUNDING SOURCES

3700 245,000151 Storm Drain System Rehabilitation 45,00045,00045,00045,00065,000

Plan 175,000154 Flap Gate Replacement 125,00050,000

Plan 1,600,000159 Storm Drain System Rehab 17-19 200,0001,400,000

1,515,000TOTAL COST 370,000 45,000 45,000 45,000 2,020,000

2017-18

PR
PG.

NO.
2019-202018-19 2020-21 2021-22

TOTAL 
COST

PROJECTS THAT HAVE UNIDENTIFIED FUNDING SOURCES

10,000,000Jurgens Pump Station152 10,000,000New

1,500,000Channel and Lagoon Dredging153 1,500,000Plan

125,000 125,000Flap Gate Replacement154 250,000Plan

100,000Minor Storm Projects 2020155 100,000Plan

275,000 1,900,000Oak Creek Pump Station Upgrade156 2,175,000Plan

5,000,000Penitencia Pump Station Replacement157 5,000,000Plan

750,000 4,250,000Storm Drain Supervisory Control and Data 158 5,000,000Plan

900,000Storm Drain System Rehab 17-19159 900,000Plan

0TOTAL COST 1,925,000 6,375,000 5,125,000 11,500,000 24,925,000

1,515,000 2,295,000 6,420,000 5,170,000 11,545,000 26,945,000Text8TOTAL STORM DRAIN IMPROVEMENT NEEDS

(a) "New" projects listed are new  to  CIP

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c)  " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

Summary - 13Printed 4/11/17  -  03:01 PM



 



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS SUMMARY

PROJECT
PG.

NO. 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22
TOTAL

COST

PRIOR

YEARS

SUMMARY OF COSTS

3403 Fire Station Improvements 900,000 195,000 0 0 0 650,0001,745,0009

3406 City Building Improvements 1,825,000 300,000 75,000 225,000 0 02,425,00010

3414 City Buildings, Exterior Painting & Repairs 100,000 800,000 0 0 0 0900,00011

3415 PD Communications  * 670,000 3,785,000 0 0 0 04,455,00012

3416 City General Plan Update 1,900,000 200,000 0 0 0 02,100,00013

3422 City Buildings Roofing Repairs 100,000 100,000 0 0 0 0200,00014

3427 Technology Projects 100,000 350,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,0001,050,00015

3431 City Gateway Tree Planting 100,000 (100,000) 100,000 150,000 0 0250,00016

New Annual Tree Replacement Program 0 200,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000800,00017

New Fire Apparatus Replacement Plan  * 0 2,060,000 1,700,000 700,000 0 04,460,00018

New Fire Station No. 1 Pavement Repair 0 0 0 0 0 1,200,0001,200,00019

New Permitting Technology Improvement 0 200,000 200,000 100,000 0 0500,00020

Plan 2018-19 Finance System Upgrade 0 300,000 1,150,000 0 0 01,450,00021

Plan City Building ADA Compliance Review 0 110,000 0 0 0 0110,00022

Plan Fire Station #2 Replacement 0 0 0 0 0 10,000,00010,000,00023

Plan Fire Station #3 Replacement 0 0 0 0 0 8,000,0008,000,00024

Plan Midtown Specific Plan Update 0 260,000 0 0 0 0260,00025

$5,695,000 $8,760,000 $3,525,000 $1,475,000 $300,000 $20,150,000

(100,000)

8,860,000

Defunding Subtotal

Funding Subtotal

TOTAL COST

SUMMARY OF AVAILABLE FINANCING

$39,905,000

NOTES

General Government CIP Fund 6,400,000 1,625,000 675,000 300,000 300,000

Equipment Replacement Fund 2,060,000 0 200,000 0 0

Other 300,000 1,900,000 600,000 0 0

Unidentified Funding 0 0 0 0 19,850,000

$8,760,000 $3,525,000 $1,475,000 $300,000 $20,150,000TOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLE

(a) "New" projects listed are new  to  CIP

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

General 
Government 

CIP Fund

Equipment 
Replacement 

Fund

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2017-18
Community Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

34039 Fire Station Improvements 195,000 0 0 0

340610 City Building Improvements 300,000 0 0 0

341411 City Buildings, Exterior Painting & Repairs 800,000 0 0 0

341512 PD Communications  * 3,785,000 0 0 0

341613 City General Plan Update 0 0 200,000 0

342214 City Buildings Roofing Repairs 100,000 0 0 0

342715 Technology Projects 350,000 0 0 0

343116 City Gateway Tree Planting 0 0 (100,000) 0

New17 Annual Tree Replacement Program 200,000 0 0 0

New18 Fire Apparatus Replacement Plan  * 0 2,060,000 0 0

New19 Fire Station No. 1 Pavement Repair 0 0 0 0

New20 Permitting Technology Improvement 0 0 200,000 0

Plan21 2018-19 Finance System Upgrade 300,000 0 0 0

Plan22 City Building ADA Compliance Review 110,000 0 0 0

Plan23 Fire Station #2 Replacement 0 0 0 0

Plan24 Fire Station #3 Replacement 0 0 0 0

Plan25 Midtown Specific Plan Update 260,000 0 0 0

6,400,000 2,060,000 300,000 0

(0) (0) (100,000) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 8,760,000

6,400,000 2,060,000 400,000 0

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

General 
Government 

CIP Fund

Equipment 
Replacement 

Fund

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2018-19
Community Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

34039 Fire Station Improvements 0 0 0 0

340610 City Building Improvements 75,000 0 0 0

341411 City Buildings, Exterior Painting & Repairs 0 0 0 0

341512 PD Communications  * 0 0 0 0

341613 City General Plan Update 0 0 0 0

342214 City Buildings Roofing Repairs 0 0 0 0

342715 Technology Projects 150,000 0 0 0

343116 City Gateway Tree Planting 100,000 0 0 0

New17 Annual Tree Replacement Program 150,000 0 0 0

New18 Fire Apparatus Replacement Plan  * 0 0 1,700,000 0

New19 Fire Station No. 1 Pavement Repair 0 0 0 0

New20 Permitting Technology Improvement 0 0 200,000 0

Plan21 2018-19 Finance System Upgrade 1,150,000 0 0 0

Plan22 City Building ADA Compliance Review 0 0 0 0

Plan23 Fire Station #2 Replacement 0 0 0 0

Plan24 Fire Station #3 Replacement 0 0 0 0

Plan25 Midtown Specific Plan Update 0 0 0 0

1,625,000 0 1,900,000 0

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 3,525,000

1,625,000 0 1,900,000 0

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

General 
Government 

CIP Fund

Equipment 
Replacement 

Fund

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2019-20
Community Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

34039 Fire Station Improvements 0 0 0 0

340610 City Building Improvements 225,000 0 0 0

341411 City Buildings, Exterior Painting & Repairs 0 0 0 0

341512 PD Communications  * 0 0 0 0

341613 City General Plan Update 0 0 0 0

342214 City Buildings Roofing Repairs 0 0 0 0

342715 Technology Projects 150,000 0 0 0

343116 City Gateway Tree Planting 150,000 0 0 0

New17 Annual Tree Replacement Program 150,000 0 0 0

New18 Fire Apparatus Replacement Plan  * 0 200,000 500,000 0

New19 Fire Station No. 1 Pavement Repair 0 0 0 0

New20 Permitting Technology Improvement 0 0 100,000 0

Plan21 2018-19 Finance System Upgrade 0 0 0 0

Plan22 City Building ADA Compliance Review 0 0 0 0

Plan23 Fire Station #2 Replacement 0 0 0 0

Plan24 Fire Station #3 Replacement 0 0 0 0

Plan25 Midtown Specific Plan Update 0 0 0 0

675,000 200,000 600,000 0

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 1,475,000

675,000 200,000 600,000 0

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

General 
Government 

CIP Fund

Equipment 
Replacement 

Fund

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2020-21
Community Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

34039 Fire Station Improvements 0 0 0 0

340610 City Building Improvements 0 0 0 0

341411 City Buildings, Exterior Painting & Repairs 0 0 0 0

341512 PD Communications  * 0 0 0 0

341613 City General Plan Update 0 0 0 0

342214 City Buildings Roofing Repairs 0 0 0 0

342715 Technology Projects 150,000 0 0 0

343116 City Gateway Tree Planting 0 0 0 0

New17 Annual Tree Replacement Program 150,000 0 0 0

New18 Fire Apparatus Replacement Plan  * 0 0 0 0

New19 Fire Station No. 1 Pavement Repair 0 0 0 0

New20 Permitting Technology Improvement 0 0 0 0

Plan21 2018-19 Finance System Upgrade 0 0 0 0

Plan22 City Building ADA Compliance Review 0 0 0 0

Plan23 Fire Station #2 Replacement 0 0 0 0

Plan24 Fire Station #3 Replacement 0 0 0 0

Plan25 Midtown Specific Plan Update 0 0 0 0

300,000 0 0 0

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 300,000

300,000 0 0 0

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

General 
Government 

CIP Fund

Equipment 
Replacement 

Fund

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2021-22
Community Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

34039 Fire Station Improvements 0 0 0 650,000

340610 City Building Improvements 0 0 0 0

341411 City Buildings, Exterior Painting & Repairs 0 0 0 0

341512 PD Communications  * 0 0 0 0

341613 City General Plan Update 0 0 0 0

342214 City Buildings Roofing Repairs 0 0 0 0

342715 Technology Projects 150,000 0 0 0

343116 City Gateway Tree Planting 0 0 0 0

New17 Annual Tree Replacement Program 150,000 0 0 0

New18 Fire Apparatus Replacement Plan  * 0 0 0 0

New19 Fire Station No. 1 Pavement Repair 0 0 0 1,200,000

New20 Permitting Technology Improvement 0 0 0 0

Plan21 2018-19 Finance System Upgrade 0 0 0 0

Plan22 City Building ADA Compliance Review 0 0 0 0

Plan23 Fire Station #2 Replacement 0 0 0 10,000,000

Plan24 Fire Station #3 Replacement 0 0 0 8,000,000

Plan25 Midtown Specific Plan Update 0 0 0 0

300,000 0 0 19,850,000

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 20,150,000

300,000 0 0 19,850,000

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.
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3403 Fire Station Improvements 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / James Levers [2648]

$428,722

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Funding was added in FY17-18 for repairs to the live burn room training 
facility at Station No. 1.

FINANCE  NOTES

FY 15/16, $1M in improvements to Fire Stations were planned.
FY 16/17, defund $600K due to future facility replacement.
Anticipated improvements are approximately $400K in FY16/17.
FY17/18 added $130K for replacement of the diesel exhaust systems at all fire stations (Est. $200K total)
FY21/22 $650K in improvements to kitchen and bathrooms at Station No. 4 requested

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides various improvements at all four fire stations 
including renovation or replacement of electrical and mechanical 
systems, plumbing, parking lots, emergency power generator systems, 
interior and exterior painting, replacement of floor coverings, restroom 
and shower facilities, kitchen improvements, re-roofing and other building 
and site related improvements. All work will be performed on a priority 
and funding availability basis.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

100,000 0 0 0 0 100,000 200,000Design

75,000 0 0 0 0 25,000 100,000Administration

75,000 0 0 0 0 25,000 100,000Inspection

650,000 195,000 0 0 0 500,000 1,345,000Improvements

Totals 900,000 195,000 0 0 0 650,000 1,745,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

200,000 195,000 0 0 0 0 395,000General Government CIP Fund

700,000 0 0 0 0 0 700,000Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT)

0 0 0 0 0 650,000 650,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 900,000 195,000 0 0 0 650,000 1,745,000

9Printed 4/11/17  -  02:58 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

3406 City Building Improvements 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / James Levers [2648]

$481,210

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Includes $150K for purchase of LED Christmas lights for installation on 
trees located around City Hall.

FINANCE  NOTES

City Council - 5/21/13 Midyear Budget Appropriation $100,000 from General Government CIP Fund

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for repair, renovation, replacement, and 
improvements at City buildings including public works, police, senior 
center, community center, City Hall, library, parking garage, and the 
sports center.  Work may include electrical and mechanical systems, pool 
equipment, motors/pumps, fountain repairs, leak repairs, emergency 
power, HVAC systems, painting, carpeting, code upgrades, replacement 
of City Hall desk tops, and other related improvements.  Work may also 
include energy savings improvements, such as replacement of lighting 
fixtures with energy saving fixtures, and installation of a more efficient 
climate controls systems. Work will be completed on a priority and 
funding availability basis.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

90,000 0 0 25,000 0 0 115,000Design

45,000 0 0 25,000 0 0 70,000Administration

20,000 0 0 25,000 0 0 45,000Inspection

1,270,000 300,000 75,000 150,000 0 0 1,795,000Improvements

400,000 0 0 0 0 0 400,000Equipment

Totals 1,825,000 300,000 75,000 225,000 0 0 2,425,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

1,675,000 300,000 75,000 225,000 0 0 2,275,000General Government CIP Fund

150,000 0 0 0 0 0 150,000Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT)

Totals 1,825,000 300,000 75,000 225,000 0 0 2,425,000
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3414 City Buildings, Exterior Painting & Repairs 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / James Levers [2648]

$99,950

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Exterior painting and replacement of rotted wood at the PD/PW Buildings, 
Community Center, and the Sports Center is a priority due to observed 
damage. City Hall exterior marble will also need to be sealed and caulked 
to maintain weather resistance

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for exterior repairs, patching and painting of City 
buildings.  The exterior of the buildings should be painted and sealed 
approximately every ten years to maintain the buildings appearance and 
to prevent damage caused by moisture infiltration. Updated costs to 
include escalation purposes and unknowns associated with age of 
building for exterior paint/repairs.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Design

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Inspection

0 800,000 0 0 0 0 800,000Improvements

Totals 100,000 800,000 0 0 0 0 900,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

100,000 800,000 0 0 0 0 900,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 100,000 800,000 0 0 0 0 900,000

11Printed 4/11/17  -  02:58 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

3415 PD Communications  * 1

CONTACT: Armando Corpuz [2534]

$165,615

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Health and Safety ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The program is anticipated to be completed in FY 17/18.  The FY 17/18 
estimated funding includes the $335,000 member 
assessment/infrastructure build-out fee to transition the City of Milpitas 
radio network to the new system. Police Dispatch upgrades, installation of 
dispatch console replacements, and replacement radios for dispatch, 
vehicles, and Police, Fire, and Public Works hand-held radios are 
estimated at $3.4M.

FINANCE  NOTES

DESCRIPTION

Per Federal Communications Commission (FCC) mandate, Santa Clara 
County and the Cities Managers Association agreed to jointly fund a 
countywide program for radio interoperability in 2001. The program also 
provides for a public safety radio and data communications network to 
improve emergency services. The City of Milpitas' financial contribution 
will support the completion of the communication improvements.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 48,000 0 0 0 0 48,000Administration

670,000 335,000 0 0 0 0 1,005,000Improvements

0 3,402,000 0 0 0 0 3,402,000Equipment

Totals 670,000 3,785,000 0 0 0 0 4,455,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

670,000 3,785,000 0 0 0 0 4,455,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 670,000 3,785,000 0 0 0 0 4,455,000
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3416 City General Plan Update 1

CONTACT: Bradley Misner [3273]

$684,311

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Studies and AnalysesPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

California state law requires that each city adopt and regularly update their 
General Plan. While it has been amended multiple times, the City's 
General Plan has not been comprehensively updated since it was adopted 
in 1994 (Housing Element update approved in 2015). The City is 
undergoing considerable change at an increasing pace, thus necessitating 
the update to assure future growth is consistent with the vision of the 
Community.

FINANCE  NOTES

Project Created on 10/6/15 by City Council Budget Appropriation of Developer Fees.

Developer Fees contribution for FY15/16 are provided through Trumark/Lennar Conditions of Approval #8 and #63 for the Waterstone 
Residential Development. Fees were paid on 4/08/15 to the following funds: $500K to 312-3718 (satisfying condition #8), and $500K to 317-
3718 (satisfying condition #63).

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This is a comprehensive update of the City's General Plan, including 
community outreach and CEQA Analysis.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Design

75,000 25,000 0 0 0 0 100,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Surveying

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Land

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Improvements

1,825,000 175,000 0 0 0 0 2,000,000Other

Totals 1,900,000 200,000 0 0 0 0 2,100,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

400,000 200,000 0 0 0 0 600,000Community Planning Fees

1,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

Totals 1,900,000 200,000 0 0 0 0 2,100,000
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3422 City Buildings Roofing Repairs 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / James Levers [2648]

$100,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Roof repairs to the Community Center, Sports Center, and the buildings at 
Higuera Adobe Park are a priority.

FINANCE  NOTES

This project was moved forward due to need to address outstanding roof repairs.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for roof repairs and replacements at City Buildings. 
Typically, a roof has a 20-year life. Repairs or replacements are required 
to prevent damage caused by moisture infiltration.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Design

10,000 10,000 0 0 0 0 20,000Administration

10,000 10,000 0 0 0 0 20,000Inspection

80,000 80,000 0 0 0 0 160,000Improvements

Totals 100,000 100,000 0 0 0 0 200,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

100,000 100,000 0 0 0 0 200,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 100,000 100,000 0 0 0 0 200,000
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3427 Technology Projects 1

CONTACT: Mike Luu [2706] / Judy Chu  [3325]

$10,528

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The improvement and upgrade of the Engineering Divisions record 
management system supports public safety and response to emergencies 
by allowing improvement records to be accessed electronically.  This 
project also supports the building security badge systems deployed at City 
Hall, senior center, public works, and the police department buildings.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This ongoing project will provide technology improvements and 
modernization to various City Departments for software and hardware 
specialty applications and upgrades. Project would include improvements 
to budget preparation software systems, citywide Geographic Information 
System (GIS) upgrades, network infrastructure, and the Engineering 
Divisions document management and record management and archival 
system.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

100,000 350,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 1,050,000Equipment

Totals 100,000 350,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 1,050,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

100,000 350,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 1,050,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 100,000 350,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 1,050,000
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3431 City Gateway Tree Planting 1

CONTACT: Bradley Misner [3273]

$100,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Funding will be provided through developer’s contribution to the 
Community Benefit Fund. Developers may also be conditioned to install 
the gateway planting when applicable.

FINANCE  NOTES

Staff anticipates funding through Developer contributions.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project will provide for the installation of irrigation and trees planting, 
including Jacaranda trees, at seven gateway locations around the City. 
The project is anticipated to be completed in phases with locations within 
City right-of-way to be completed first. Locations within the rights-of-way 
of other jurisdictions including the County or Caltrans would be installed 
following approvals from these agencies.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

100,000 (100,000) 100,000 150,000 0 0 250,000Improvements

Totals 100,000 (100,000) 100,000 150,000 0 0 250,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 100,000 150,000 0 0 250,000General Government CIP Fund

100,000 (100,000) 0 0 0 0 0Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

Totals 100,000 (100,000) 100,000 150,000 0 0 250,000
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New Annual Tree Replacement Program 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Robert Hill [2626]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Neighborhoods which need tree replacement including the Manor, Milford, 
Sunny Hills, and Park Town. This project may fund required minor 
irrigation improvement and minor utility relocates for proper tree 
placement.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the replacement of trees in areas where existing 
City trees are aging significantly and require replacement. This program 
includes a citywide tree survey to be conducted in FY17-18, and will 
remove and replace trees on City streets, in neighborhoods, and parks. 
The program will strive to maintain and grow the City's urban forest 
inventory, which includes over 15,000 City owned trees.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 75,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 175,000Administration

0 125,000 125,000 125,000 125,000 125,000 625,000Improvements

Totals 0 200,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 800,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 200,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 800,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 0 200,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 800,000
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New Fire Apparatus Replacement Plan  * 1

CONTACT: Richard Frawley [2824]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Health and Safety ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Replacement Fire Apparatus will use existing replacement funds currently 
held as well as developer pass through from an on-going high rise building 
project. The Plan will replace three fire engines, one fire tiller truck, and 
add one ambulance.  Annual amortization for one fire engine is $64,170.  
Useful life: 15 yrs, for a total of $962,500.   Annual amortization for the 
ambulance is $82,500. Useful life: 10 yrs, total $825,000.

FINANCE  NOTES

Developer Contributions include $1.7M from Landmark and $500,000 from District I Development

   Equipment Replacement Fund breakdown:
   FAS#    Equip #   Amount

   31630   E-86        $424,077 
   31629   E-186      $335,219 
   31628   E-88        $264,329 

   30538   E-187      $449,090 
   31608   033F        $355,784 
   31626   047F-1     $363,346 
  31728                   $68,155

             Total       $2,260,000

DESCRIPTION

This project will replace aging fire engines, tiller truck, and would provide 
one new ambulance. The purchase of two $700K fire engines and one 
$660K ambulance is funded in FY17/18. FY18/19 funding would provide 
one $1.5M tiller truck, and $200K staff training for the new tiller truck. 
FY19/20 will fund one $700K fire truck.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 2,060,000 1,700,000 700,000 0 0 4,460,000Equipment

Totals 0 2,060,000 1,700,000 700,000 0 0 4,460,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 2,060,000 0 200,000 0 0 2,260,000Equipment Replacement Fund

0 0 1,700,000 500,000 0 0 2,200,000Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

Totals 0 2,060,000 1,700,000 700,000 0 0 4,460,000
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New Fire Station No. 1 Pavement Repair 1

CONTACT: Richard Frawley [2824]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project will remove and replace the failed asphalt pavement within 
Fire Station One's training yard. The existing pavement has deteriorated 
due to age, poor soil conditions, and from loading due to the fire engines. 
Estimates are for the removal of the asphalt and replacement with 
concrete.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 50,000 50,000Design

0 0 0 0 0 25,000 25,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 25,000 25,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 1,100,000 1,100,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 1,200,000 1,200,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 1,200,000 1,200,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 1,200,000 1,200,000
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New Permitting Technology Improvement 1

CONTACT: Mike Luu [2706] / Keyvan Irannejad [3244]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Upgrades are planned to the CRW permitting software, and to upgrade 
workstations to improve workflow and plan review.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This ongoing project will provide enhancement to the existing Building 
Department permitting automation system and will provide improvement 
to the electronic construction drawing submittal process used by City staff 
for permit issuance and fee collection in accordance with codes such as 
the UBC. Improvements will be made to the submission process, review, 
storage, and archival of different file formats.  The project will streamline 
the presentation and retrieval of documents to the web and will ensure the 
systems operate efficiently for better customer service.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 200,000 200,000 100,000 0 0 500,000Improvements

Totals 0 200,000 200,000 100,000 0 0 500,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 200,000 200,000 100,000 0 0 500,000Permit Automation Fund

Totals 0 200,000 200,000 100,000 0 0 500,000
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Plan 2018-19 Finance System Upgrade 1

CONTACT: Jane Corpus [3125]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The proposed funding is for the system required upgrades, equipment and 
staff training.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides upgrades to keep our Financial system up to date.   
It is essential that the system be current in order to utilize technology 
efficiently and effectively.  This major system includes General Ledger, 
Accounts Payable, Cash Collection, Payroll/Human Resources, Job 
Costing and Purchase Order.  In addition, the Finance system also 
manages Budget Preparation, Business License, Investment Software 
and Fixed Asset systems.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 300,000 1,150,000 0 0 0 1,450,000Equipment

Totals 0 300,000 1,150,000 0 0 0 1,450,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 300,000 1,150,000 0 0 0 1,450,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 0 300,000 1,150,000 0 0 0 1,450,000
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Plan City Building ADA Compliance Review 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Studies and AnalysesPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

Costs have been updated to review current ADA compliance of all City buildings and develop priorities to address deficiencies.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project will provide for the review of all City Buildings constructed 
prior to 2000 to confirm compliance with access requirements in 
accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), and to identify 
any deficiencies and recommend improvements.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 100,000 0 0 0 0 100,000Design

0 10,000 0 0 0 0 10,000Administration

Totals 0 110,000 0 0 0 0 110,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 110,000 0 0 0 0 110,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 0 110,000 0 0 0 0 110,000
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Plan Fire Station #2 Replacement 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

An assessment report was completed in December 2014 to determine if 
the station could be remodeled and modernized or if it should be replaced. 
The conceptual estimate to remodel Station #2 is $6M and the new 
replacement is $10M. The costs shown are conceptual and the actual 
construction cost will be determined during the design phase.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of a new 
replacement Fire Station #2. Fire Station #2 is located on Yosemite Drive, 
and was constructed in the late 1960’s.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 600,000 600,000Design

0 0 0 0 0 100,000 100,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 100,000 100,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 9,200,000 9,200,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 10,000,000 10,000,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 10,000,000 10,000,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 10,000,000 10,000,000
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Plan Fire Station #3 Replacement 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

An assessment report was completed in December 2014 to determine if 
the station could be remodeled and modernized or if it should be replaced. 
The conceptual estimate to remodel Station #3 is $5M and the new 
replacement is $8M. The costs shown are conceptual and the actual 
construction cost will be determined during the design phase.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project Provides for the design and construction for the replacement 
of Fire Station #3. Fire Station #3 is located on Midwick Drive, and was 
constructed in the late 1960’s.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 600,000 600,000Design

0 0 0 0 0 100,000 100,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 100,000 100,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 7,200,000 7,200,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 8,000,000 8,000,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 8,000,000 8,000,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 8,000,000 8,000,000
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Plan Midtown Specific Plan Update 1

CONTACT: Bradley Misner [3273]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Enhance Economic DevelopmentPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Updating this Specific Plan will (1) re-engage the public in the discussion 
as to the goals and values of the area to the overall development of the 
City; (2) provide clearer and more modern planning rules to assist in the 
development of private property; and (3) provide a tool for economic 
development in the City.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

The Midtown Specific Plan was developed with the assumption that the 
Redevelopment Agency would be a major contributor to the area's 
development.  Without this funding and development source, the plan is 
reliant on purely private investment and consequently must be updated to 
reflect this situation.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 10,000 0 0 0 0 10,000Administration

0 250,000 0 0 0 0 250,000Other

Totals 0 260,000 0 0 0 0 260,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 260,000 0 0 0 0 260,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 0 260,000 0 0 0 0 260,000
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PARK IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS SUMMARY

PROJECT
PG.

NO. 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22
TOTAL

COST

PRIOR

YEARS

SUMMARY OF COSTS

3424 Citywide Park Playground Rehabilitation  * 500,000 200,000 0 0 0 0700,00035

5055 Alviso Adobe Renovation 6,474,272 525,000 860,000 0 0 07,859,27236

5098 Park Irrigation System Repair & Improvement 300,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000800,00037

5102 McCandless Park 700,000 3,250,000 0 0 0 03,950,00038

5105 Annual Park Access Improv. & Resurfacing  * 600,000 0 600,000 0 0 01,200,00039

New Ben Rogers Park Renovation 0 0 0 0 1,300,000 01,300,00040

New Dixon Landing Park Renovation 0 0 0 0 0 2,200,0002,200,00041

New Foothill Park Renovation 0 0 0 0 2,600,000 02,600,00042

New Hidden Lake Park Renovation 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,0001,500,00043

New Main Street/Library Park 0 1,375,000 0 0 0 01,375,00044

New Peter D. Gill Park Renovation 0 0 0 0 2,300,000 02,300,00045

New Robert E. Browne Park Renovation 0 0 0 0 0 2,400,0002,400,00046

New Sports Fields Turf Rehabilitation Prog. 0 225,000 225,000 0 0 0450,00047

Plan Creighton Park Renovation 0 1,400,000 0 0 0 01,400,00048

Plan Higuera Adobe Caretaker Cottage Renovation 0 0 0 170,000 0 0170,00049

Plan MSC Master Plan Update 0 0 150,000 0 0 0150,00050

Plan Murphy Park Renovation 0 0 0 3,750,000 0 03,750,00051

Plan Sandalwood Park Renovation 0 1,275,000 0 0 0 01,275,00052

Plan Sinnott Park Renovation 0 0 0 1,150,000 0 01,150,00053

Plan Sports Center Skate Park 0 3,025,000 0 0 0 03,025,00054

Plan Starlite Park Renovation 0 0 0 1,375,000 0 01,375,00055

Plan Strickroth Park Renovation 0 0 0 1,625,000 0 01,625,00056

$8,574,272 $11,375,000 $1,935,000 $8,170,000 $6,300,000 $6,200,000

11,375,000

Defunding Subtotal

Funding Subtotal

TOTAL COST

SUMMARY OF AVAILABLE FINANCING

$42,554,272

NOTES

Park Fund 3,625,000 825,000 100,000 100,000 100,000

Midtown Park Fund 2,275,000 300,000 0 0 0

Other 5,475,000 810,000 170,000 0 0

Unidentified Funding 0 0 7,900,000 6,200,000 6,100,000

$11,375,000 $1,935,000 $8,170,000 $6,300,000 $6,200,000TOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLE

(a) "New" projects listed are new  to  CIP

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c)  " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"
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Park Fund Midtown Park 
Fund

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2017-18
Park Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

342435 Citywide Park Playground Rehabilitation  * 0 0 200,000 0

505536 Alviso Adobe Renovation 0 0 525,000 0

509837 Park Irrigation System Repair & Improvement 100,000 0 0 0

510238 McCandless Park 0 0 3,250,000 0

510539 Annual Park Access Improv. & Resurfacing  * 0 0 0 0

New40 Ben Rogers Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New41 Dixon Landing Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New42 Foothill Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New43 Hidden Lake Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New44 Main Street/Library Park 0 1,375,000 0 0

New45 Peter D. Gill Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New46 Robert E. Browne Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New47 Sports Fields Turf Rehabilitation Prog. 100,000 0 125,000 0

Plan48 Creighton Park Renovation 1,400,000 0 0 0

Plan49 Higuera Adobe Caretaker Cottage Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan50 MSC Master Plan Update 0 0 0 0

Plan51 Murphy Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan52 Sandalwood Park Renovation 1,275,000 0 0 0

Plan53 Sinnott Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan54 Sports Center Skate Park 750,000 900,000 1,375,000 0

Plan55 Starlite Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan56 Strickroth Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

3,625,000 2,275,000 5,475,000 0

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 11,375,000

3,625,000 2,275,000 5,475,000 0

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.

(e) Grants are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Park Fund Midtown Park 
Fund

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2018-19
Park Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

342435 Citywide Park Playground Rehabilitation  * 0 0 0 0

505536 Alviso Adobe Renovation 175,000 0 685,000 0

509837 Park Irrigation System Repair & Improvement 100,000 0 0 0

510238 McCandless Park 0 0 0 0

510539 Annual Park Access Improv. & Resurfacing  * 300,000 300,000 0 0

New40 Ben Rogers Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New41 Dixon Landing Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New42 Foothill Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New43 Hidden Lake Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New44 Main Street/Library Park 0 0 0 0

New45 Peter D. Gill Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New46 Robert E. Browne Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New47 Sports Fields Turf Rehabilitation Prog. 100,000 0 125,000 0

Plan48 Creighton Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan49 Higuera Adobe Caretaker Cottage Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan50 MSC Master Plan Update 150,000 0 0 0

Plan51 Murphy Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan52 Sandalwood Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan53 Sinnott Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan54 Sports Center Skate Park 0 0 0 0

Plan55 Starlite Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan56 Strickroth Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

825,000 300,000 810,000 0

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 1,935,000

825,000 300,000 810,000 0

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.

(e) Grants are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Park Fund Midtown Park 
Fund

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2019-20
Park Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

342435 Citywide Park Playground Rehabilitation  * 0 0 0 0

505536 Alviso Adobe Renovation 0 0 0 0

509837 Park Irrigation System Repair & Improvement 100,000 0 0 0

510238 McCandless Park 0 0 0 0

510539 Annual Park Access Improv. & Resurfacing  * 0 0 0 0

New40 Ben Rogers Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New41 Dixon Landing Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New42 Foothill Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New43 Hidden Lake Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New44 Main Street/Library Park 0 0 0 0

New45 Peter D. Gill Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New46 Robert E. Browne Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New47 Sports Fields Turf Rehabilitation Prog. 0 0 0 0

Plan48 Creighton Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan49 Higuera Adobe Caretaker Cottage Renovation 0 0 170,000 0

Plan50 MSC Master Plan Update 0 0 0 0

Plan51 Murphy Park Renovation 0 0 0 3,750,000

Plan52 Sandalwood Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan53 Sinnott Park Renovation 0 0 0 1,150,000

Plan54 Sports Center Skate Park 0 0 0 0

Plan55 Starlite Park Renovation 0 0 0 1,375,000

Plan56 Strickroth Park Renovation 0 0 0 1,625,000

100,000 0 170,000 7,900,000

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 8,170,000

100,000 0 170,000 7,900,000

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.

(e) Grants are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Park Fund Midtown Park 
Fund

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2020-21
Park Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

342435 Citywide Park Playground Rehabilitation  * 0 0 0 0

505536 Alviso Adobe Renovation 0 0 0 0

509837 Park Irrigation System Repair & Improvement 100,000 0 0 0

510238 McCandless Park 0 0 0 0

510539 Annual Park Access Improv. & Resurfacing  * 0 0 0 0

New40 Ben Rogers Park Renovation 0 0 0 1,300,000

New41 Dixon Landing Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New42 Foothill Park Renovation 0 0 0 2,600,000

New43 Hidden Lake Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New44 Main Street/Library Park 0 0 0 0

New45 Peter D. Gill Park Renovation 0 0 0 2,300,000

New46 Robert E. Browne Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New47 Sports Fields Turf Rehabilitation Prog. 0 0 0 0

Plan48 Creighton Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan49 Higuera Adobe Caretaker Cottage Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan50 MSC Master Plan Update 0 0 0 0

Plan51 Murphy Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan52 Sandalwood Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan53 Sinnott Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan54 Sports Center Skate Park 0 0 0 0

Plan55 Starlite Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan56 Strickroth Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

100,000 0 0 6,200,000

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 6,300,000

100,000 0 0 6,200,000

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.

(e) Grants are identified on detailed project sheets.

31Printed 4/11/17  -  02:58 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Park Fund Midtown Park 
Fund

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2021-22
Park Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

342435 Citywide Park Playground Rehabilitation  * 0 0 0 0

505536 Alviso Adobe Renovation 0 0 0 0

509837 Park Irrigation System Repair & Improvement 100,000 0 0 0

510238 McCandless Park 0 0 0 0

510539 Annual Park Access Improv. & Resurfacing  * 0 0 0 0

New40 Ben Rogers Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New41 Dixon Landing Park Renovation 0 0 0 2,200,000

New42 Foothill Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New43 Hidden Lake Park Renovation 0 0 0 1,500,000

New44 Main Street/Library Park 0 0 0 0

New45 Peter D. Gill Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

New46 Robert E. Browne Park Renovation 0 0 0 2,400,000

New47 Sports Fields Turf Rehabilitation Prog. 0 0 0 0

Plan48 Creighton Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan49 Higuera Adobe Caretaker Cottage Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan50 MSC Master Plan Update 0 0 0 0

Plan51 Murphy Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan52 Sandalwood Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan53 Sinnott Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan54 Sports Center Skate Park 0 0 0 0

Plan55 Starlite Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

Plan56 Strickroth Park Renovation 0 0 0 0

100,000 0 0 6,100,000

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 6,200,000

100,000 0 0 6,100,000

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.

(e) Grants are identified on detailed project sheets.
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3424 Citywide Park Playground Rehabilitation  * 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Robert Hill [2626]

$473,221

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Health and Safety ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Park playgrounds have been identified by the ABAG risk manager as 
needing minor rehabilitation to bring them into compliance with new ASTM 
and CPSI standards. Repairs are anticipated at Sandalwood, Sinnott, 
Strickroth, and Starlite Parks to address immediate repair needs.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the rehabilitation of citywide park playgrounds 
needing minor improvements such as additional fill material to meet fall 
attenuation, surface improvement, equipment modification, and signage 
improvement.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

50,000 10,000 0 0 0 0 60,000Administration

25,000 5,000 0 0 0 0 30,000Inspection

400,000 170,000 0 0 0 0 570,000Improvements

25,000 15,000 0 0 0 0 40,000Equipment

Totals 500,000 200,000 0 0 0 0 700,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

500,000 200,000 0 0 0 0 700,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 500,000 200,000 0 0 0 0 700,000
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5055 Alviso Adobe Renovation 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Julie Waldron [3314]

$684,892

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The project Architect will be retained to complete the final assessment, 
design, and construction drawings. The estimated construction cost, 
funding sources, and the construction schedule will be developed in the 
design phase. The construction phase is anticipated to require 18 months 
following completion of design. Additional funding for interior building 
construction and for creation and installation of interior period furnishings 
and decorations is anticipated to be required.

FINANCE  NOTES

Grants/Reimbursement/Developer Fees/Others:   Received on 5/08 - SCC Historical Heritage $60,138 + $59,000 + $54,000. 
SCC Open Space Authority Grant $356,837.  FY09-10 SCC Open Space Authority Grant: $170,000.   Piedmont 237 Limited Liability 
Corporation (LLC) development fees $3,935
Received 08/08 - $13,607 Milpitas Historical Society; $83,393 remains to be reimbursed, not included in budget yet.
FY 10-11 Park Fund $2,500,000.
FY 11-12 SCC Historical & Heritage Grant $85,000
City Council 2/7/12 - Midyear Budget Appropriation of $70,000 from SCVWD Open Space "Trails& Open Spaces Grant" 
City Council 2/7/12 - Midyear Budget Appropriation of $83,393 from Milpitas Historical Society
The City was unable to obtain the $170,000 grant from the SCC Open Space Authority and $170,000 will be removed from the project.
Staff will pursue grants to fund the proposed interior improvements to the adobe building for final phase 5.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project is being completed in phases and provides for new park 
improvements and exterior restoration of the historic Alviso Adobe 
building. Phases 1 thru 4 completed park improvements, ADA access 
improvements, and seismic and exterior renovation of the historic adobe 
building. The final phase 5 provides for the interior restoration of the 1st 
floor including period furnishing, decorations and exhibits.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

494,000 0 0 0 0 0 494,000Design

220,000 50,000 25,000 0 0 0 295,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Surveying

301,000 25,000 10,000 0 0 0 336,000Inspection

5,402,972 450,000 825,000 0 0 0 6,677,972Improvements

56,300 0 0 0 0 0 56,300Other

Totals 6,474,272 525,000 860,000 0 0 0 7,859,272

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

785,910 0 150,000 0 0 0 935,910Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

0 525,000 535,000 0 0 0 1,060,000General Government CIP Fund

5,688,362 0 175,000 0 0 0 5,863,362Park Fund

Totals 6,474,272 525,000 860,000 0 0 0 7,859,272
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5098 Park Irrigation System Repair & Improvement 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603]

$110,707

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The City has over 25 parks, and many of these have irrigation systems 
that are over 40 years old. These older systems are not well documented, 
and are problematic to locate for repair. The systems are inefficient and 
leak, and some are no longer operational. Irrigation systems that do 
operate require a significant amount of maintenance. The project would 
also provide for restoration of existing landscaping within the park.

FINANCE  NOTES

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the repair and replacement of park irrigation 
systems and related equipment in City parks.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Design

30,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 80,000Administration

20,000 0 0 0 0 0 20,000Inspection

200,000 90,000 90,000 90,000 90,000 90,000 650,000Improvements

Totals 300,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 800,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

300,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 800,000Park Fund

Totals 300,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 800,000
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5102 McCandless Park 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Maren Schram [3315]

$39,733

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The first project phase will coordinate the layout and schematic design of 
the park with the adjoining MUSD elementary school to maximize both 
sites. Funding for the preliminary estimated construction cost was added 
in FY17/18. Additional funding may be required once the design is 
completed and construction bid proposals are received. The park is 
required to be completed by August 18, 2018 when the new school is to 
open.

FINANCE  NOTES

City Council 4/7/15 project created.
City Council 2/21/17 $400K Budget Appropriation from TASP Impact Fee

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for a new public park adjacent to a new MUSD 
elementary school located on McCandless Drive in the Transit Area.  The 
park will provide a 4 acre City park and will include play field, athletic 
courts, picnic area, play structure, and restrooms.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

650,000 0 0 0 0 0 650,000Design

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Administration

0 50,000 0 0 0 0 50,000Inspection

0 3,200,000 0 0 0 0 3,200,000Improvements

Totals 700,000 3,250,000 0 0 0 0 3,950,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

700,000 3,250,000 0 0 0 0 3,950,000TASP Impact Fees

Totals 700,000 3,250,000 0 0 0 0 3,950,000
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5105 Annual Park Access Improv. & Resurfacing  * 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324] / Robert Hill [2626]

$593,357

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Health and Safety ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Provides for repairs at various city parks to improve ADA access. For 
FY17/18, this project is being combined with Project 4283 to complete 
various ADA ramp and sidewalk repairs around parks. FY17/18 project 
locations include Dixon Landing Park, Peter Gill Memorial Park, Sports 
Center, and Murphy Park

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the annual improvement and rehabilitation of 
vehicle, bike, and pedestrian access for City parks. Work would include 
the repair, seal coat, or asphalt overlay of park parking lots, trails, and 
walking pathways, including repairs and repair of pedestrian bridges.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

75,000 0 75,000 0 0 0 150,000Design

25,000 0 25,000 0 0 0 50,000Administration

25,000 0 25,000 0 0 0 50,000Inspection

475,000 0 475,000 0 0 0 950,000Improvements

Totals 600,000 0 600,000 0 0 0 1,200,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

300,000 0 300,000 0 0 0 600,000Midtown Park Fund

300,000 0 300,000 0 0 0 600,000Park Fund

Totals 600,000 0 600,000 0 0 0 1,200,000
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New Ben Rogers Park Renovation 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Renee Lorentzen [3409]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Ben Rogers Park is 8.66 acres and is near Grand Teton Drive and 
Sequoia Drive.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of improvements at 
Ben Rogers Park. Improvements include picnic and playground area 
renovation, ADA access and path improvement, restroom installation, and 
renovation of lighting, irrigation, and landscaping.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 250,000 0 250,000Design

0 0 0 0 25,000 0 25,000Administration

0 0 0 0 25,000 0 25,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 1,000,000 0 1,000,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 1,300,000 0 1,300,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 1,300,000 0 1,300,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 0 1,300,000 0 1,300,000
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New Dixon Landing Park Renovation 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Renee Lorentzen [3409]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Dixon Landing Park is 11.4 acres is adjacent to Milmont Drive and 
Jurgens Drive.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of improvements at 
Dixon Landing Park. Improvements include the renovation of picnic areas, 
play structures, restroom facilities, field lighting, parking, and renovation 
of the sports fields, landscaping, and irrigation.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 300,000 300,000Design

0 0 0 0 0 25,000 25,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 25,000 25,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 1,850,000 1,850,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 2,200,000 2,200,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 2,200,000 2,200,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 2,200,000 2,200,000
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New Foothill Park Renovation 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Renee Lorentzen [3409]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Foothill Park is 3.98 acres and is near Roswell Drive and Roswell Court.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of improvements at 
Foothill Park. Improvements include picnic and playground area 
renovation, ADA access and path improvement, and renovation of 
lighting, irrigation, and landscaping.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 300,000 0 300,000Design

0 0 0 0 25,000 0 25,000Administration

0 0 0 0 25,000 0 25,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 2,250,000 0 2,250,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 2,600,000 0 2,600,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 2,600,000 0 2,600,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 0 2,600,000 0 2,600,000
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New Hidden Lake Park Renovation 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Renee Lorentzen [3409]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Hidden Lake Park is 6.57 acres and is near N. Milpitas Blvd. near Escuela 
Parkway.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of improvements at 
Hidden Lake Park. Improvements include picnic area renovation, ADA, 
parking, access, path and lighting improvements, irrigation, landscaping 
and shade tree installation.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 200,000 200,000Design

0 0 0 0 0 25,000 25,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 25,000 25,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 1,250,000 1,250,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000 1,500,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000 1,500,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000 1,500,000
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2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

New Main Street/Library Park 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Renee Lorentzen [3409]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of a new park on the 
City owned parcel just north of the Milpitas Library. Improvements include 
a gathering area to accommodate activities, shade structures, 
landscaping, drainage, and walkways.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 250,000 0 0 0 0 250,000Design

0 25,000 0 0 0 0 25,000Administration

0 25,000 0 0 0 0 25,000Inspection

0 1,075,000 0 0 0 0 1,075,000Improvements

Totals 0 1,375,000 0 0 0 0 1,375,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 1,375,000 0 0 0 0 1,375,000Midtown Park Fund

Totals 0 1,375,000 0 0 0 0 1,375,000
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New Peter D. Gill Park Renovation 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Renee Lorentzen [3409]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Peter D. Gill Memorial Park is 8.16 acres is adjacent to Olympic Drive.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of improvements at 
Peter D. Gill Memorial Park. Improvements include the installation of 
additional picnic tables, renovate the playground area, install additional 
concrete pathways, add field lighting, and renovate the landscaping and 
irrigation.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 300,000 0 300,000Design

0 0 0 0 25,000 0 25,000Administration

0 0 0 0 25,000 0 25,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 1,950,000 0 1,950,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 2,300,000 0 2,300,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 2,300,000 0 2,300,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 0 2,300,000 0 2,300,000
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New Robert E. Browne Park Renovation 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Renee Lorentzen [3409]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Robert E. Browne Park is 4.93 acres and is adjacent to Yellowstone 
Avenue.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of improvements at 
Robert E. Browne Park. Improvements include picnic area, ADA, parking, 
access, path and lighting, addition of basketball courts, bleacher 
installation at tennis courts, exercise station renovation, restroom facility 
addition, irrigation and landscaping improvements.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 250,000 250,000Design

0 0 0 0 0 25,000 25,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 25,000 25,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 2,100,000 2,100,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 2,400,000 2,400,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 2,400,000 2,400,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 2,400,000 2,400,000
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New Sports Fields Turf Rehabilitation Prog. 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Robert Hill [2626]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the rehabilitation of turf at City sports fields to 
address deferred maintenance, trip hazards and over compaction which 
impacts the health and growth of the turf. The project may include re-
sodding, re-seeding, irrigation repairs and minor rehabilitations.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 25,000 25,000 0 0 0 50,000Administration

0 200,000 200,000 0 0 0 400,000Improvements

Totals 0 225,000 225,000 0 0 0 450,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 125,000 125,000 0 0 0 250,000General Government CIP Fund

0 100,000 100,000 0 0 0 200,000Park Fund

Totals 0 225,000 225,000 0 0 0 450,000
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Plan Creighton Park Renovation 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Renee Lorentzen [3409]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Creighton Park is approximately 5 acres, and it is heavily used. The park 
was originally constructed in 1968, and subsequently renovated in 1981. 
The play structures were replaced in 1991. Project to be coordinated with 
future Recycled Water Segment Projects.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of improvements at 
Creighton Park. Improvements include picnic and playground area 
renovation, ADA access and path improvement, and renovation of 
lighting, irrigation, and landscaping.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 200,000 0 0 0 0 200,000Design

0 150,000 0 0 0 0 150,000Administration

0 50,000 0 0 0 0 50,000Inspection

0 1,000,000 0 0 0 0 1,000,000Improvements

Totals 0 1,400,000 0 0 0 0 1,400,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 1,400,000 0 0 0 0 1,400,000Park Fund

Totals 0 1,400,000 0 0 0 0 1,400,000
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Plan Higuera Adobe Caretaker Cottage Renovation 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Nina Hawk [2603]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Roof replacement was completed in FY16/17. FY 19/20 funding will 
provide for an assessment of the level of required building repairs and a 
determination of the historic and code related improvement required 
based upon the desired use of the structure. This assessment will develop 
estimated construction costs and schedule for the design and construction 
the improvements. Anticipated funding will be through grants such as the 
Santa Clara County Open Space Authority.

FINANCE  NOTES

Staff will apply for grant funding for the improvement and renovation of the cottege.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project will be completed in phases and provides for the interior and 
exterior restoration of the Higuera Adobe Park caretaker cottage.  Project 
phases would develop a plan for the desired future use of the renovated 
structure; assist staff in determining the extent of required improvements 
and restoration; determine state and federal requirements for renovation 
of historic structures; and determine required permitting and code 
compliance. Design and construction cost estimates and schedule will 
also be developed in future project phases.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 100,000 0 0 100,000Design

0 0 0 70,000 0 0 70,000Administration

Totals 0 0 0 170,000 0 0 170,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 170,000 0 0 170,000Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

Totals 0 0 0 170,000 0 0 170,000
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Plan MSC Master Plan Update 1

CONTACT: Renee Lorentzen

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

Project moved from Community Improvement to Park Improvement Section.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

The Milpitas Sports Center (MSC) Master Plan Update will focus on 
revising several elements of the existing Plan, due to several physical 
changes due to currently added and planned amenities implemented 
since the completion of the current Plan, including vehicular, bicycle and 
pedestrian circulation. The Master Plan Update will also look at the 
current Sports Center Baseball Fields and asses needed improvements 
including ADA access improvements, drainage, irrigation, as well as the 
existing snack shack and restroom building located adjacent to the fields, 
as this structure has reached the end of its service life and requires 
restoration or replacement.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 140,000 0 0 0 140,000Design

0 0 10,000 0 0 0 10,000Administration

Totals 0 0 150,000 0 0 0 150,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 150,000 0 0 0 150,000Park Fund

Totals 0 0 150,000 0 0 0 150,000
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Plan Murphy Park Renovation 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Renee Lorentzen [3409]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Murphy Park is an older park which is heavily used, including sports 
activities and City programs such as "Music in the Park" and is in need of 
major renovation.   The park was originaly constructed in 1969,  and the 
play structures were replaced in 1990.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of improvements at 
Murphy Park. Improvements include picnic and playground area 
renovation, field lighting, ADA access and path improvement, and 
renovation of irrigation, and landscaping.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 375,000 0 0 375,000Design

0 0 0 275,000 0 0 275,000Administration

0 0 0 100,000 0 0 100,000Inspection

0 0 0 3,000,000 0 0 3,000,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 3,750,000 0 0 3,750,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 3,750,000 0 0 3,750,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 3,750,000 0 0 3,750,000
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Plan Sandalwood Park Renovation 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Renee Lorentzen [3409]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Sandalwood Park is approximately 3.9 acres, and it is heavily used.  The 
park was originally constructed in 1978, and was expanded in 1988. Play 
structures were replaced pre 1992.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of improvements at 
Sandalwood Park. Improvements include picnic and playground area 
renovation, ADA access and path improvement, and renovation of 
irrigation, and landscaping.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 175,000 0 0 0 0 175,000Design

0 150,000 0 0 0 0 150,000Administration

0 50,000 0 0 0 0 50,000Inspection

0 900,000 0 0 0 0 900,000Improvements

Totals 0 1,275,000 0 0 0 0 1,275,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 1,275,000 0 0 0 0 1,275,000Park Fund

Totals 0 1,275,000 0 0 0 0 1,275,000
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Plan Sinnott Park Renovation 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Renee Lorentzen [3409]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Sinnott Park is approximately 4.7 acres, and it is heavily used. The park 
was originaly constructed in 1970, and the play structures were replaced 
in 1991. Project will be coordinated with future Recycled Water Pipeline 
Segment projects. The design and construction budgets were combined to 
allow both to occure within the same FY. Design and Construction phases 
were combined in FY2019-20 to stream line project delivery.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of improvements at 
Sinnott Park. Improvements include picnic and playground area 
renovation, ADA access and path improvement, and renovation of 
lighting, irrigation, and landscaping.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 170,000 0 0 170,000Design

0 0 0 135,000 0 0 135,000Administration

0 0 0 45,000 0 0 45,000Inspection

0 0 0 800,000 0 0 800,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 1,150,000 0 0 1,150,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 1,150,000 0 0 1,150,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 1,150,000 0 0 1,150,000
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Plan Sports Center Skate Park 1

CONTACT: Julie Waldron [3314]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Undocumented sanitary and storm drain main utilities were discovered 
during construction of the Sports Field in 2016. These utilities will need to 
be relocated to construct the skate park. Improvement funding has been 
increased to account for the utility relocation.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of a new skate park 
to be located at the Milpitas Sports Complex between the parking lot and 
the newly renovated fields. The 20,000 sq.ft skate park will include 
hardscape skate structures, lighting, irrigation, landscaping, drainage, and 
amenities.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 300,000 0 0 0 0 300,000Design

0 175,000 0 0 0 0 175,000Administration

0 50,000 0 0 0 0 50,000Inspection

0 2,500,000 0 0 0 0 2,500,000Improvements

Totals 0 3,025,000 0 0 0 0 3,025,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 875,000 0 0 0 0 875,000General Government CIP Fund

0 500,000 0 0 0 0 500,000Sewer Fund

0 900,000 0 0 0 0 900,000Midtown Park Fund

0 750,000 0 0 0 0 750,000Park Fund

Totals 0 3,025,000 0 0 0 0 3,025,000
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Plan Starlite Park Renovation 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Renee Lorentzen [3409]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Starlite Park is approximately 3.4 acres, and it is heavily used, and is 
adjacent to the Midtown area.  The park was originally constructed in 
1967. The play structures were replaced in 1991.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of improvements at 
Starlite Park. Improvements include picnic and playground area 
renovation, ADA access and path improvement, and renovation of 
lighting, irrigation, and landscaping.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 300,000 0 0 300,000Design

0 0 0 50,000 0 0 50,000Administration

0 0 0 25,000 0 0 25,000Inspection

0 0 0 1,000,000 0 0 1,000,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 1,375,000 0 0 1,375,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 1,375,000 0 0 1,375,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 1,375,000 0 0 1,375,000
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Plan Strickroth Park Renovation 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Renee Lorentzen [3409]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Strickroth Park is approximately 4.9 acres, and it is heavily used. The park 
was originally constructed in 1979.  Play structures were replaced pre 
1992.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of improvements at 
Strickroth Park. Improvements include picnic and playground area 
renovation, ADA access and path improvement, and renovation of 
lighting, irrigation, and landscaping.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 240,000 0 0 240,000Design

0 0 0 175,000 0 0 175,000Administration

0 0 0 60,000 0 0 60,000Inspection

0 0 0 1,150,000 0 0 1,150,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 1,625,000 0 0 1,625,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 1,625,000 0 0 1,625,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 1,625,000 0 0 1,625,000
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

STREET IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS SUMMARY

PROJECT
PG.

NO. 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22
TOTAL

COST

PRIOR

YEARS

SUMMARY OF COSTS

2008 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Piper Dr. 1,600,000 3,800,000 9,000,000 0 0 014,400,00065

3402 McCarthy Blvd. LLMD Improvement 688,256 100,000 19,443 20,065 20,707 21,370869,84166

3425 Utility Undergrounding 2017 250,000 0 0 600,000 0 0850,00067

3426 Annual Sidewalk, Curb & Gutter Repair  * 825,000 381,840 394,059 406,669 419,682 433,1102,860,36068

3430 Midtown Street Light Project 250,000 1,550,000 0 4,875,000 0 06,675,00069

4253 Dixon Landing Road Plan Line 327,423 (50,000) 0 0 0 0277,42370

4266 Street Light LED Conversion Improvements 475,000 200,000 0 0 0 0675,00071

4267 Soundwall and Barrier Repair and Renovation 678,466 300,000 100,000 150,000 0 01,228,46672

4279 Minor Traffic Improvements 2016 200,000 100,000 0 0 0 0300,00073

4281 TASP Underground Utility District 80,000 0 100,000 0 0 0180,00074

4283 ADA Curb Ramp Transition Program 2016 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,0001,800,00075

New Annual Bridge Rehabilitation 0 0 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000300,00076

New Annual Street and Signal Light Repair Prog 0 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000500,00077

New Street Resurfacing Project 2022 0 0 0 0 0 4,600,0004,600,00078

Plan Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Penitencia Cr 0 0 0 0 0 14,000,00014,000,00079

Plan S. Milpitas Blvd Bike/Ped. Improvements 0 0 0 0 200,000 0200,00080

Plan Street Landscape Irrigation Repair 0 0 150,000 150,000 0 0300,00081

Plan Street Resurfacing Project 2018 0 4,600,000 0 0 0 04,600,00082

Plan Street Resurfacing Project 2019 0 0 4,600,000 0 0 04,600,00083

Plan Street Resurfacing Project 2020 0 0 0 4,600,000 0 04,600,00084

Plan Street Resurfacing Project 2021 0 0 0 0 4,600,000 04,600,00085

Plan Traffic Management Enhancements 2020 0 0 0 200,000 0 0200,00086

Plan Traffic Signal Installation 0 0 0 0 350,000 0350,00087

Plan Traffic Studies & Minor Improvements 0 100,000 100,000 100,000 0 0300,00088

$5,674,145 $11,481,840 $14,938,502 $11,576,734 $6,065,389 $19,529,480

(50,000)

11,531,840

Defunding Subtotal

Funding Subtotal

TOTAL COST

SUMMARY OF AVAILABLE FINANCING

$69,266,090

NOTES

Gas Tax Fund 2,000,000 1,775,000 1,975,000 1,715,000 1,675,000

Vehicle Registration Fee 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000

Other 8,981,840 12,663,502 8,501,734 3,500,389 17,354,480

Unidentified Funding 0 0 600,000 350,000 0

$11,481,840 $14,938,502 $11,576,734 $6,065,389 $19,529,480TOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLE

(a) "New" projects listed are new  to  CIP

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"
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Gas Tax Fund Vehicle 
Registration 

Fee

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2017-18
Street Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

200865 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Piper Dr. 0 0 3,800,000 0

340266 McCarthy Blvd. LLMD Improvement 0 0 100,000 0

342567 Utility Undergrounding 2017 0 0 0 0

342668 Annual Sidewalk, Curb & Gutter Repair  * 0 0 381,840 0

343069 Midtown Street Light Project 0 0 1,550,000 0

425370 Dixon Landing Road Plan Line 0 0 (50,000) 0

426671 Street Light LED Conversion Improvements 200,000 0 0 0

426772 Soundwall and Barrier Repair and Renovation Program 0 0 300,000 0

427973 Minor Traffic Improvements 2016 100,000 0 0 0

428174 TASP Underground Utility District 0 0 0 0

428375 ADA Curb Ramp Transition Program 2016 300,000 0 0 0

New76 Annual Bridge Rehabilitation 0 0 0 0

New77 Annual Street and Signal Light Repair Prog. 0 0 100,000 0

New78 Street Resurfacing Project 2022 0 0 0 0

Plan79 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Penitencia Crk 0 0 0 0

Plan80 S. Milpitas Blvd Bike/Ped. Improvements 0 0 0 0

Plan81 Street Landscape Irrigation Repair 0 0 0 0

Plan82 Street Resurfacing Project 2018 1,300,000 500,000 2,800,000 0

Plan83 Street Resurfacing Project 2019 0 0 0 0

Plan84 Street Resurfacing Project 2020 0 0 0 0

Plan85 Street Resurfacing Project 2021 0 0 0 0

Plan86 Traffic Management Enhancements 2020 0 0 0 0

Plan87 Traffic Signal Installation 0 0 0 0

Plan88 Traffic Studies & Minor Improvements 100,000 0 0 0

2,000,000 500,000 8,981,840 0

(0) (0) (50,000) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 11,481,840

2,000,000 500,000 9,031,840 0

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.

(e) Grants are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Gas Tax Fund Vehicle 
Registration 

Fee

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2018-19
Street Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

200865 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Piper Dr. 0 0 9,000,000 0

340266 McCarthy Blvd. LLMD Improvement 0 0 19,443 0

342567 Utility Undergrounding 2017 0 0 0 0

342668 Annual Sidewalk, Curb & Gutter Repair  * 0 0 394,059 0

343069 Midtown Street Light Project 0 0 0 0

425370 Dixon Landing Road Plan Line 0 0 0 0

426671 Street Light LED Conversion Improvements 0 0 0 0

426772 Soundwall and Barrier Repair and Renovation Program 0 0 100,000 0

427973 Minor Traffic Improvements 2016 0 0 0 0

428174 TASP Underground Utility District 0 0 100,000 0

428375 ADA Curb Ramp Transition Program 2016 300,000 0 0 0

New76 Annual Bridge Rehabilitation 75,000 0 0 0

New77 Annual Street and Signal Light Repair Prog. 0 0 100,000 0

New78 Street Resurfacing Project 2022 0 0 0 0

Plan79 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Penitencia Crk 0 0 0 0

Plan80 S. Milpitas Blvd Bike/Ped. Improvements 0 0 0 0

Plan81 Street Landscape Irrigation Repair 0 0 150,000 0

Plan82 Street Resurfacing Project 2018 0 0 0 0

Plan83 Street Resurfacing Project 2019 1,300,000 500,000 2,800,000 0

Plan84 Street Resurfacing Project 2020 0 0 0 0

Plan85 Street Resurfacing Project 2021 0 0 0 0

Plan86 Traffic Management Enhancements 2020 0 0 0 0

Plan87 Traffic Signal Installation 0 0 0 0

Plan88 Traffic Studies & Minor Improvements 100,000 0 0 0

1,775,000 500,000 12,663,502 0

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 14,938,502

1,775,000 500,000 12,663,502 0

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.

(e) Grants are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Gas Tax Fund Vehicle 
Registration 

Fee

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2019-20
Street Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

200865 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Piper Dr. 0 0 0 0

340266 McCarthy Blvd. LLMD Improvement 0 0 20,065 0

342567 Utility Undergrounding 2017 0 0 0 600,000

342668 Annual Sidewalk, Curb & Gutter Repair  * 0 0 406,669 0

343069 Midtown Street Light Project 0 0 4,875,000 0

425370 Dixon Landing Road Plan Line 0 0 0 0

426671 Street Light LED Conversion Improvements 0 0 0 0

426772 Soundwall and Barrier Repair and Renovation Program 0 0 150,000 0

427973 Minor Traffic Improvements 2016 0 0 0 0

428174 TASP Underground Utility District 0 0 0 0

428375 ADA Curb Ramp Transition Program 2016 300,000 0 0 0

New76 Annual Bridge Rehabilitation 75,000 0 0 0

New77 Annual Street and Signal Light Repair Prog. 0 0 100,000 0

New78 Street Resurfacing Project 2022 0 0 0 0

Plan79 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Penitencia Crk 0 0 0 0

Plan80 S. Milpitas Blvd Bike/Ped. Improvements 0 0 0 0

Plan81 Street Landscape Irrigation Repair 0 0 150,000 0

Plan82 Street Resurfacing Project 2018 0 0 0 0

Plan83 Street Resurfacing Project 2019 0 0 0 0

Plan84 Street Resurfacing Project 2020 1,300,000 500,000 2,800,000 0

Plan85 Street Resurfacing Project 2021 0 0 0 0

Plan86 Traffic Management Enhancements 2020 200,000 0 0 0

Plan87 Traffic Signal Installation 0 0 0 0

Plan88 Traffic Studies & Minor Improvements 100,000 0 0 0

1,975,000 500,000 8,501,734 600,000

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 11,576,734

1,975,000 500,000 8,501,734 600,000

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.

(e) Grants are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Gas Tax Fund Vehicle 
Registration 

Fee

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2020-21
Street Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

200865 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Piper Dr. 0 0 0 0

340266 McCarthy Blvd. LLMD Improvement 0 0 20,707 0

342567 Utility Undergrounding 2017 0 0 0 0

342668 Annual Sidewalk, Curb & Gutter Repair  * 0 0 419,682 0

343069 Midtown Street Light Project 0 0 0 0

425370 Dixon Landing Road Plan Line 0 0 0 0

426671 Street Light LED Conversion Improvements 0 0 0 0

426772 Soundwall and Barrier Repair and Renovation Program 0 0 0 0

427973 Minor Traffic Improvements 2016 0 0 0 0

428174 TASP Underground Utility District 0 0 0 0

428375 ADA Curb Ramp Transition Program 2016 300,000 0 0 0

New76 Annual Bridge Rehabilitation 75,000 0 0 0

New77 Annual Street and Signal Light Repair Prog. 0 0 100,000 0

New78 Street Resurfacing Project 2022 0 0 0 0

Plan79 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Penitencia Crk 0 0 0 0

Plan80 S. Milpitas Blvd Bike/Ped. Improvements 40,000 0 160,000 0

Plan81 Street Landscape Irrigation Repair 0 0 0 0

Plan82 Street Resurfacing Project 2018 0 0 0 0

Plan83 Street Resurfacing Project 2019 0 0 0 0

Plan84 Street Resurfacing Project 2020 0 0 0 0

Plan85 Street Resurfacing Project 2021 1,300,000 500,000 2,800,000 0

Plan86 Traffic Management Enhancements 2020 0 0 0 0

Plan87 Traffic Signal Installation 0 0 0 350,000

Plan88 Traffic Studies & Minor Improvements 0 0 0 0

1,715,000 500,000 3,500,389 350,000

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 6,065,389

1,715,000 500,000 3,500,389 350,000

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.

(e) Grants are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Gas Tax Fund Vehicle 
Registration 

Fee

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2021-22
Street Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

200865 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Piper Dr. 0 0 0 0

340266 McCarthy Blvd. LLMD Improvement 0 0 21,370 0

342567 Utility Undergrounding 2017 0 0 0 0

342668 Annual Sidewalk, Curb & Gutter Repair  * 0 0 433,110 0

343069 Midtown Street Light Project 0 0 0 0

425370 Dixon Landing Road Plan Line 0 0 0 0

426671 Street Light LED Conversion Improvements 0 0 0 0

426772 Soundwall and Barrier Repair and Renovation Program 0 0 0 0

427973 Minor Traffic Improvements 2016 0 0 0 0

428174 TASP Underground Utility District 0 0 0 0

428375 ADA Curb Ramp Transition Program 2016 300,000 0 0 0

New76 Annual Bridge Rehabilitation 75,000 0 0 0

New77 Annual Street and Signal Light Repair Prog. 0 0 100,000 0

New78 Street Resurfacing Project 2022 1,300,000 500,000 2,800,000 0

Plan79 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Penitencia Crk 0 0 14,000,000 0

Plan80 S. Milpitas Blvd Bike/Ped. Improvements 0 0 0 0

Plan81 Street Landscape Irrigation Repair 0 0 0 0

Plan82 Street Resurfacing Project 2018 0 0 0 0

Plan83 Street Resurfacing Project 2019 0 0 0 0

Plan84 Street Resurfacing Project 2020 0 0 0 0

Plan85 Street Resurfacing Project 2021 0 0 0 0

Plan86 Traffic Management Enhancements 2020 0 0 0 0

Plan87 Traffic Signal Installation 0 0 0 0

Plan88 Traffic Studies & Minor Improvements 0 0 0 0

1,675,000 500,000 17,354,480 0

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 19,529,480

1,675,000 500,000 17,354,480 0

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.

(e) Grants are identified on detailed project sheets.
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2008 Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Piper Dr. 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$100,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Design and CEQA environmental clearance for the pedestrian 
overcrossing (POC) over Montague Expressway at Piper Drive was 
funded by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) One Bay 
Area grant, and is scheduled to be completed in mid 2016. Construction of 
the POC is anticipated to be funded by a subsequent cycle of the MTC 
One Bay Area grant.  The City would provide a local funding match 
estimated at $1,124,000 to be funded by TASP development fees. The 
preliminary estimated total project cost is $14.8M, and it will be completed 
in phases. The design phase will start in FY16/17. FY17/18 funding will be 
used for utility relocations in advance of bridge construction. FY18/19 
funding will be used for the bridge construction phase.

FINANCE  NOTES

Pending - Transit Performance Initiative (TPI) Grant $2.7M
Pending - One Bay Area (OBAG) Cycle 2 Grant $7.0M (Available 8/2018)
TASP ID DB#7
4/04/2017 City Council Approved $1,500,000 Midyear Appropriation

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the construction of a pedestrian overcrossing 
(POC) over Montague Expressway at Piper Drive. The pedestrian 
overcrossing is part of the Transit Area Specific Plan (TASP) circulation 
infrastructure improvement that provides safe and convenient pedestrian 
circulation between the Milpitas BART station, Great Mall and surrounding 
residential developments.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

1,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000Design

100,000 500,000 500,000 0 0 0 1,100,000Administration

0 500,000 500,000 0 0 0 1,000,000Inspection

0 2,800,000 8,000,000 0 0 0 10,800,000Improvements

Totals 1,600,000 3,800,000 9,000,000 0 0 0 14,400,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

1,600,000 1,100,000 2,000,000 0 0 0 4,700,000TASP Impact Fees

0 2,700,000 7,000,000 0 0 0 9,700,000Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

Totals 1,600,000 3,800,000 9,000,000 0 0 0 14,400,000
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3402 McCarthy Blvd. LLMD Improvement 1

CONTACT: Judy Chu  [3325] / Nina Hawk [2603]

$215,369

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FY17/18 funding increased due to additional funding becoming available 
due to CPI adjustment.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for design and construction of landscape and 
irrigation system renovation on McCarthy Boulevard, between Hwy 237 
and Dixon Landing Road.  This project will also include lighting and other 
related improvements.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

85,000 0 0 0 0 0 85,000Design

70,000 0 0 0 0 0 70,000Administration

38,000 0 0 0 0 0 38,000Inspection

495,256 100,000 19,443 20,065 20,707 21,370 676,841Improvements

Totals 688,256 100,000 19,443 20,065 20,707 21,370 869,841

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

688,256 100,000 19,443 20,065 20,707 21,370 869,841LLMD

Totals 688,256 100,000 19,443 20,065 20,707 21,370 869,841
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3425 Utility Undergrounding 2017 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Michael Silveira [3303]

$86,989

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The City currently has approximately $4M in PG&E Rule 20A fund credits 
available for use. Underground Utility District #6 was created on January 
3, 2016 by the City Council to underground utilities along portions of South 
Milpitas Boulevard from Corning Avenue to Curtis Avenue including 
Corning Avenue. PG&E estimates it to require 39 months to complete the 
work. PG&E estimated costs to underground conductor is $1,000/ft 
including surface restoration cost. The total project cost is estimated at 
$2.7M and the City's share is $550,000 to cover cost items not eligible for 
use of Rule 20A funding.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides preliminary engineering and City administration for 
the undergrounding of existing overhead electric and communication 
utilities by Pacific Gas & Electric Company (PG&E) at various locations 
Citywide.  The project is partially funded by the PG&E Rule 20A Program. 
Once a new Underground Utility District (UUD) is created by City Council 
Resolution, PG&E will completion the engineering and construction within 
5 to 7 years.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

200,000 0 0 0 0 0 200,000Design

50,000 0 0 25,000 0 0 75,000Administration

0 0 0 25,000 0 0 25,000Inspection

0 0 0 550,000 0 0 550,000Improvements

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Equipment

Totals 250,000 0 0 600,000 0 0 850,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

250,000 0 0 0 0 0 250,000General Government CIP Fund

0 0 0 600,000 0 0 600,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 250,000 0 0 600,000 0 0 850,000
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3426 Annual Sidewalk, Curb & Gutter Repair  * 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Robert Hill [2626]

$436,250

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Health and Safety ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Demand for replacement work under this project has continued to grow. 
This is largely due to tree roots damaging sidewalks, curbs, and gutters.

FINANCE  NOTES

City Council 10/3/2016 - Mid year Budget Appropriation of $455,000 from General Government CIP Funds

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides annual funding for the replacement of damaged or 
raised sidewalks, curbs, gutters, and minor asphalt patching throughout 
the City. The scope of work includes administration, verification of 
locations to be repaired or replaced, completing necessary repairs, 
ongoing inspection of City sidewalk, curbs and gutters.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

37,000 38,184 39,406 40,667 41,968 43,311 240,536Administration

788,000 343,656 354,653 366,002 377,714 389,799 2,619,824Improvements

Totals 825,000 381,840 394,059 406,669 419,682 433,110 2,860,360

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

625,000 278,640 287,557 296,759 306,254 316,053 2,110,263General Government CIP Fund

100,000 103,200 106,502 109,910 113,428 117,057 650,097Sewer Fund

100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000Water Fund

Totals 825,000 381,840 394,059 406,669 419,682 433,110 2,860,360
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3430 Midtown Street Light Project 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Michael Silveira [3303]

$63,845

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The estimated cost for PG&E Rule 20A undergrounding of overhead 
utilities between Corning and Curtis is $2.7M and will be provided by 
Project 3425. Staff is pursuing the feasibility and formation of a Business 
Improvement District (BID) funded by Developer contribution’s to fund the 
street frontage improvements along the Main Street corridor.

FINANCE  NOTES

Staff anticipates funding through Developer contributions and proceeds from the Business Improvement District (BID).

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the installation of Midtown decorative street 
lighting and signal improvements along South Main Street from Carlo 
Street to Great Mall Parkway as a replacement to the existing cobra head 
lights. The project will be completed in phases. Conceptual cost 
estimates for the different project phases include: Carlo to Corning is 
$1.5M; Curtis to Great Mall Parkway is $2M; and Corning to Curtis is 
$2.6M. The Corning to Curtis phase would be completed after PG&E Rule 
20A undergrounding of private overhead utilities. Estimates are 
conceptual and actual construction cost will be developed during the 
design phases.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

175,000 0 0 200,000 0 0 375,000Design

75,000 25,000 0 25,000 0 0 125,000Administration

0 25,000 0 50,000 0 0 75,000Inspection

0 1,500,000 0 4,600,000 0 0 6,100,000Improvements

Totals 250,000 1,550,000 0 4,875,000 0 0 6,675,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

250,000 1,550,000 0 0 0 0 1,800,000General Government CIP Fund

0 0 0 4,875,000 0 0 4,875,000Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

Totals 250,000 1,550,000 0 4,875,000 0 0 6,675,000
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4253 Dixon Landing Road Plan Line 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$311,457

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Studies and AnalysesPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The Plan Line Study will also be coordinated with the BART 
roadway/bridge improvements, where BART crosses Dixon Landing Road.

FINANCE  NOTES

Council 3/16/10:  Approval to apply for Grant: $150,000, Caltrans Community Base Trasportation Planning (CBTP) 
Traffic Impact Fees: $50,000 Walmart and Jose McCArthy Development
City Council - Midyear appropriation $105,271 from Traffic Impact Fees
3/11:Defund $150,000 since Caltrans Community Base Trasportation Planning (CBTP) was not received
City did not receive $150K grant in 2010-11.
City Council 2/7/12 - Midyear Budget Appropriation of $115,192 from Traffic Impact Fee interest.
Traffic Impact Fee: $31,960 - Walmart
3-17-17 $50,000 from Traffic Impact Fees defunded from FY17/18 due to fees not being available in FY 16/17 (Walmart-Joe McCarthy 
Development)

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the preparation of a Plan Line Study to evaluate 
the widening of Dixon Landing Road from N. Milpitas Boulevard to I-880 
from 2 lanes to 3 lanes in each direction.  The study will evaluate the right 
of way and feasibility of relocating sidewalks, street lighting, adding 
bicycle lanes and streetscape in medians and planter strips.  This project 
will also include 35% level design in order to develop an Engineer's 
Estimate for design and construction of improvements.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

152,152 0 0 0 0 0 152,152Design

30,000 0 0 0 0 0 30,000Administration

40,000 0 0 0 0 0 40,000Surveying

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Land

105,271 (50,000) 0 0 0 0 55,271Improvements

Totals 327,423 (50,000) 0 0 0 0 277,423

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

302,423 (50,000) 0 0 0 0 252,423Traffic Impact Fees

25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000Street Fund

Totals 327,423 (50,000) 0 0 0 0 277,423
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4266 Street Light LED Conversion Improvements 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$5,532

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The City owns approximately 4,600 street light fixtures of various types 
including standard cobra head, Midtown and TASP standard decorative 
fixtures. LED fixture installation is being completed in phases. Phase 1 
completed in FY 15/16 installed 1,000 LED fixtures. Additional funding is 
proposed in FY 17/18 and it is estimated that an additional 1,500 LED 
fixtures will be installed. Additional funding will be programed for future 
phases of the conversion work.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project will provide for the conversion of City street lights to energy 
efficient Light Emitting Diode (LED) included related wiring and control 
systems. Work will be performed based on a prioritized database 
inventory.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Design

35,000 5,000 0 0 0 0 40,000Administration

25,000 5,000 0 0 0 0 30,000Inspection

365,000 190,000 0 0 0 0 555,000Improvements

Totals 475,000 200,000 0 0 0 0 675,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

400,000 200,000 0 0 0 0 600,000Gas Tax Fund

75,000 0 0 0 0 0 75,000Street Fund

Totals 475,000 200,000 0 0 0 0 675,000
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4267 Soundwall and Barrier Repair and Renovation Program 1

CONTACT: Robert Hill [2626] / Julie Waldron [3314]

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project repairs and renovates the City owned soundwalls, fenced and 
barriers witinin parks, and along N. Milpitas Boulevard, Escuela Parkway, 
Jacklin Road at Horcajo, La Palma, Hillview Drive at Tularcitos Creek, 
Nicklaus at N. Park Victoria and other locations.  Portions of the walls 
have deteriorated and will need to be structurally repaired or completely 
replaced.  In some locations, the ground elevation on the residence side 
is much higher than on the public street side.  The soundwalls were not 
designed as retaining walls, so they require structural retrofit work or 
replacement.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

70,000 50,000 10,000 10,000 0 0 140,000Design

65,000 20,000 10,000 15,000 0 0 110,000Administration

50,000 30,000 5,000 5,000 0 0 90,000Inspection

493,466 200,000 75,000 120,000 0 0 888,466Improvements

Totals 678,466 300,000 100,000 150,000 0 0 1,228,466

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

478,466 0 0 0 0 0 478,466Street Fund

200,000 300,000 100,000 150,000 0 0 750,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 678,466 300,000 100,000 150,000 0 0 1,228,466
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4279 Minor Traffic Improvements 2016 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$199,198

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Additional funding was added in FY17/18 for design and construction of a 
new traffic signal at the Evans Road/Old Calaveras Road intersection.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for traffic studies, speed surveys, and traffic counts.  
This project also includes minor traffic improvements that result from 
community service requests.  Typical improvements include roadway 
markings/signage improvements and the installation of roadway 
undulators.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

40,000 50,000 0 0 0 0 90,000Design

20,000 0 0 0 0 0 20,000Administration

140,000 50,000 0 0 0 0 190,000Improvements

Totals 200,000 100,000 0 0 0 0 300,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

200,000 100,000 0 0 0 0 300,000Gas Tax Fund

Totals 200,000 100,000 0 0 0 0 300,000
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4281 TASP Underground Utility District 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301]

$46,735

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

UUD #7 was created by the City Council by resolution on January 3, 2017. 
UUD #7 will underground approximately 1,130 lineal feet of overhead 
PG&E electric line along South Milpitas Blvd. from the existing UPRR rail 
crossing to Montague Expressway and along Montague Expressway from 
South Milpitas Blvd. to Watson Court. The Valley Transportation Authority 
(VTA) will install the new undergrounding substructure as part of the 
BART project at their cost.  The County Roads and Airports will provide 
their available Rule 20A funds for work within the County right-of-way. The 
total project cost is estimated at $575,000 with a majority of the funding 
coming from Rule 20A fund credits. The City's share of the project is 
estimated at $75,000 to fund items of work not eligible for Rule 20A 
funding. PG&E estimates it will require 34 months to design and complete 
construction of the work.

FINANCE  NOTES

TASP ID #DB 6

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the creation of new Underground Utility District 
(UUD) #7 within the City’s Transit Area Specific Plan redevelopment area.  
The purpose of the district is to allow Pacific Gas & Electric Company 
(PG&E) to underground existing overhead electric, PG&E, Cable TV, and 
communication utilities.  The new district would be administered by the 
City, with engineering design and construction to be completed by PG&E 
using the City’s Rule 20A funds. The City has approximately $4M in 
PG&E Rule 20A fund credits for use with this project.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

50,000 0 10,000 0 0 0 60,000Administration

30,000 0 15,000 0 0 0 45,000Inspection

0 0 75,000 0 0 0 75,000Improvements

Totals 80,000 0 100,000 0 0 0 180,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

80,000 0 100,000 0 0 0 180,000TASP Impact Fees

Totals 80,000 0 100,000 0 0 0 180,000
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4283 ADA Curb Ramp Transition Program 2016 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$300,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Mandatory or Committed ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Federal regulation mandates state and local governments to comply with 
the American Disable Act (ADA) by making reasonable accommodation to 
the disabled. The ADA curb ramp transition plan is a program to comply 
with the Federal ADA regulation on public streets, and the program allows 
the city to be eligible to future transportation Federal aid funds. For 
FY17/18, this project is being combined with Project 5105 to complete 
various ADA ramp and sidewalk repairs around parks. FY17/18 project 
locations include Jacklin/Abel Street bridge sidewalk, Jurgens Drive 
(Dixon Landing Park), Santa Rita Drive (Peter Gill Memorial Park), and 
Yellowstone Avenue (Murphy Park).

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This mandatory program involves citywide replacement or upgrade of 
existing curb ramps to current standard Americans with Disabilities Act 
(ADA) compliant ramps. The project will also include the construction of 
minor segments of new sidewalk to close gaps between sidewalks on 
public streets in order to meet the requirements of the Title II of the ADA, 
and to allow the City to be eligible for future Federal transportation aid 
funds.  An annual assessment will be conducted to determine and 
establish a priority list of candidate sites for replacement or upgrade 
based on pedestrian activity, public request, and field inspection.  The 
target program completion date for citywide ADA public street curb ramp 
compliance is 2040.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 60,000Design

10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 60,000Administration

30,000 30,000 30,000 30,000 30,000 30,000 180,000Inspection

250,000 250,000 250,000 250,000 250,000 250,000 1,500,000Improvements

Totals 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 1,800,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 1,800,000Gas Tax Fund

Totals 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 1,800,000
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

New Annual Bridge Rehabilitation 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Robert Hill [2626]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

The project provides for the repair and rehabilitation of City owned 
bridges. The city owns and maintains eighteen roadway bridges and five 
pedestrian/bicycle bridges.  They require ongoing repair and rehabilitation 
including deck resurfacing, crack sealing, guard rail repairs and work 
identified in the bi-annual bridge inspection reports performed by the 
California Department of Transportation.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 300,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 300,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 300,000Gas Tax Fund

Totals 0 0 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 300,000
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

New Annual Street and Signal Light Repair Prog. 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Robert Hill [2626]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the repair and replacement of damaged, 
destroyed, or vandalized street lights, and includes the repair or 
replacement of copper wiring, street lights, street light poles, signal 
lighting, signal poles, traffic/pedestrian safety devices, signage 
replacements, and related appurtenances.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 50,000Administration

0 90,000 90,000 90,000 90,000 90,000 450,000Equipment

Totals 0 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 500,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 500,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 0 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 500,000
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2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

New Street Resurfacing Project 2022 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324] / Nina Hawk [2603]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

There are currently over 123 centerline miles of streets that are owned by 
the City.  The project will also include replacement and upgrade of curb, 
gutter, driveway, sidewalk, installation of ADA ramps, implementation of 
Class II bike lanes, and Class III bike route facilities as described in the 
2009 updated City of Milpitas Bikeway Master Plan.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for roadway pavement repair including overlay and 
reconstruction.  Streets are selected for improvement based on the City's 
Pavement Management System to optimize the pavement condition 
rating and use of funding.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 100,000 100,000Design

0 0 0 0 0 50,000 50,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 50,000 50,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 4,400,000 4,400,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 4,600,000 4,600,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 1,600,000 1,600,000Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT)

0 0 0 0 0 500,000 500,000Vehicle Registration Fee

0 0 0 0 0 1,100,000 1,100,000General Government CIP Fund

0 0 0 0 0 100,000 100,000Sewer Fund

0 0 0 0 0 1,300,000 1,300,000Gas Tax Fund

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 4,600,000 4,600,000
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Plan Montague Ped. Overcrossing at Penitencia Crk 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The design will be completed by TASP developer (Lennar) in 2018. 
Construction is anticipated to be funded by TASP Development impact 
fees. The bridge construction cost is estimated at $12M.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for CEQA environmental clearance and construction 
of a pedestrian overcrossing (POC) over Montague Expressway at the 
east levee of Penitencia Creek. The pedestrian overcrossing is part of the 
Transit Area Specific Plan (TASP) circulation infrastructure improvement 
to provide safe and convenient pedestrian circulation between TASP 
residential developments, schools, and park sites.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000 1,500,000Design

0 0 0 0 0 250,000 250,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 250,000 250,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 12,000,000 12,000,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 14,000,000 14,000,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 14,000,000 14,000,000TASP Impact Fees

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 14,000,000 14,000,000
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2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Plan S. Milpitas Blvd Bike/Ped. Improvements 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

This project has been added to the VTP 2040 Plan for State Regional 
Grant Funding.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides a Plan Line Study to evaluate opportunities and 
constraints to install Class I bicycle lanes on either side of Milpitas Blvd. 
and to provide improved sidewalk facilities on South Milpitas Blvd. 
between Calaveras Blvd. and Montague Expressway.  Roadway 
modifications will also be required to accommodate these enhanced 
facilities.  The Plan Line Study will also identify additional right of way 
required for these improvements.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 135,000 0 135,000Design

0 0 0 0 50,000 0 50,000Administration

0 0 0 0 15,000 0 15,000Surveying

Totals 0 0 0 0 200,000 0 200,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 160,000 0 160,000Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

0 0 0 0 40,000 0 40,000Gas Tax Fund

Totals 0 0 0 0 200,000 0 200,000

80Printed 4/11/17  -  02:59 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Plan Street Landscape Irrigation Repair 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Robert Hill [2626]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The City has many miles of landscaped street medians and curb planter 
areas in the City. The older irrigation systems are not well documented, 
leak, are inefficient, and do not provide suitable irrigation to support 
healthy landscape. The project would also provide for restoration of 
existing landscaping within the medians and curb planters.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the repair and replacement of streetscape and 
median irrigation systems and related equipment on City streets.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 25,000 25,000 0 0 50,000Design

0 0 15,000 15,000 0 0 30,000Administration

0 0 10,000 10,000 0 0 20,000Inspection

0 0 100,000 100,000 0 0 200,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 150,000 150,000 0 0 300,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 150,000 150,000 0 0 300,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 0 0 150,000 150,000 0 0 300,000
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2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Plan Street Resurfacing Project 2018 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324] / Nina Hawk [2603]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

There are currently over 123 centerline miles of streets that are owned by 
the City.  The project will also include replacement and upgrade of curb, 
gutter, driveway, sidewalk, installation of ADA ramps, implementation of 
Class II bike lanes, and Class III bike route facilities as described in the 
2009 updated City of Milpitas Bikeway Master Plan.

FINANCE  NOTES

3-17-17   $108,083 in MTC (TDA) funds allocated to the City 7/27/16.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for roadway pavement repair including overlay and 
reconstruction.  Streets are selected for improvement based on the City's 
Pavement Management System to optimize the pavement condition 
rating and use of funding.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 100,000 0 0 0 0 100,000Design

0 50,000 0 0 0 0 50,000Administration

0 50,000 0 0 0 0 50,000Inspection

0 4,400,000 0 0 0 0 4,400,000Improvements

Totals 0 4,600,000 0 0 0 0 4,600,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 100,000 0 0 0 0 100,000Sewer Fund

0 500,000 0 0 0 0 500,000Vehicle Registration Fee

0 1,600,000 0 0 0 0 1,600,000Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT)

0 991,917 0 0 0 0 991,917General Government CIP Fund

0 108,083 0 0 0 0 108,083Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

0 1,300,000 0 0 0 0 1,300,000Gas Tax Fund

Totals 0 4,600,000 0 0 0 0 4,600,000
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2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Plan Street Resurfacing Project 2019 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324] / Nina Hawk [2603]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

There are currently over 123 centerline miles of streets that are owned by 
the City.  The project will also include replacement and upgrade of curb, 
gutter, driveway, sidewalk, installation of ADA ramps, implementation of 
Class II bike lanes, and Class III bike route facilities as described in the 
2009 updated City of Milpitas Bikeway Master Plan.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for roadway pavement repair including overlay and 
reconstruction.  Streets are selected for improvement based on the City's 
Pavement Management System to optimize the pavement condition 
rating and use of funding.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 100,000 0 0 0 100,000Design

0 0 50,000 0 0 0 50,000Administration

0 0 50,000 0 0 0 50,000Inspection

0 0 4,400,000 0 0 0 4,400,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 4,600,000 0 0 0 4,600,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 1,100,000 0 0 0 1,100,000General Government CIP Fund

0 0 1,600,000 0 0 0 1,600,000Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT)

0 0 500,000 0 0 0 500,000Vehicle Registration Fee

0 0 100,000 0 0 0 100,000Sewer Fund

0 0 1,300,000 0 0 0 1,300,000Gas Tax Fund

Totals 0 0 4,600,000 0 0 0 4,600,000
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2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Plan Street Resurfacing Project 2020 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324] / Nina Hawk [2603]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

There are currently over 123 centerline miles of streets that are owned by 
the City.  The project will also include replacement and upgrade of curb, 
gutter, driveway, sidewalk, installation of ADA ramps, implementation of 
Class II bike lanes, and Class III bike route facilities as described in the 
2009 updated City of Milpitas Bikeway Master Plan.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for roadway pavement repair including overlay and 
reconstruction.  Streets are selected for improvement based on the City's 
Pavement Management System to optimize the pavement condition 
rating and use of funding.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 100,000 0 0 100,000Design

0 0 0 50,000 0 0 50,000Administration

0 0 0 50,000 0 0 50,000Inspection

0 0 0 4,400,000 0 0 4,400,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 4,600,000 0 0 4,600,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 1,300,000 0 0 1,300,000Gas Tax Fund

0 0 0 1,600,000 0 0 1,600,000Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT)

0 0 0 500,000 0 0 500,000Vehicle Registration Fee

0 0 0 1,100,000 0 0 1,100,000General Government CIP Fund

0 0 0 100,000 0 0 100,000Sewer Fund

Totals 0 0 0 4,600,000 0 0 4,600,000
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Plan Street Resurfacing Project 2021 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324] / Nina Hawk [2603]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

There are currently over 123 centerline miles of streets that are owned by 
the City.  The project will also include replacement and upgrade of curb, 
gutter, driveway, sidewalk, installation of ADA ramps, implementation of 
Class II bike lanes, and Class III bike route facilities as described in the 
2009 updated City of Milpitas Bikeway Master Plan.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for roadway pavement repair including overlay and 
reconstruction.  Streets are selected for improvement based on the City's 
Pavement Management System to optimize the pavement condition 
rating and use of funding.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 100,000 0 100,000Design

0 0 0 0 50,000 0 50,000Administration

0 0 0 0 50,000 0 50,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 4,400,000 0 4,400,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 4,600,000 0 4,600,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 500,000 0 500,000Vehicle Registration Fee

0 0 0 0 1,300,000 0 1,300,000Gas Tax Fund

0 0 0 0 100,000 0 100,000Sewer Fund

0 0 0 0 1,100,000 0 1,100,000General Government CIP Fund

0 0 0 0 1,600,000 0 1,600,000Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT)

Totals 0 0 0 0 4,600,000 0 4,600,000
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Plan Traffic Management Enhancements 2020 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

This project also provides resources to pursue grant funding sources to 
augment the traffic management projects.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the upgrade and deployment of traffic 
management equipment used to monitor and control the City’s roadway 
network.  Typical improvements include the deployment of traffic signal 
control equipment and upgrades to the traffic operations center’s video 
monitoring equipment.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 25,000 0 0 25,000Design

0 0 0 25,000 0 0 25,000Administration

0 0 0 150,000 0 0 150,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 200,000 0 0 200,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 200,000 0 0 200,000Gas Tax Fund

Totals 0 0 0 200,000 0 0 200,000
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Plan Traffic Signal Installation 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The State traffic signal warrant criteria is used to determine the warrants 
for signalizing an intersection.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of a traffic signal 
system.  The following three intersections are being monitored for traffic 
signal warrants:  Milpitas Blvd & Tramway Dr., S. Park Victoria Dr. & Mt. 
Shasta Ave., and McCarthy Blvd. & SanDisk Dr.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 75,000 0 75,000Design

0 0 0 0 25,000 0 25,000Administration

0 0 0 0 10,000 0 10,000Surveying

0 0 0 0 40,000 0 40,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 200,000 0 200,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 350,000 0 350,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 350,000 0 350,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 0 350,000 0 350,000
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Plan Traffic Studies & Minor Improvements 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for traffic studies, speed surveys, and traffic counts.  
This project also includes minor traffic improvements that result from 
community service requests.  Typical improvements include roadway 
markings/signage improvements and the installation of roadway 
undulators.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 20,000 20,000 20,000 0 0 60,000Design

0 10,000 10,000 10,000 0 0 30,000Administration

0 70,000 70,000 70,000 0 0 210,000Improvements

Totals 0 100,000 100,000 100,000 0 0 300,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 100,000 100,000 100,000 0 0 300,000Gas Tax Fund

Totals 0 100,000 100,000 100,000 0 0 300,000
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

WATER IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS SUMMARY

PROJECT
PG.

NO. 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22
TOTAL

COST

PRIOR

YEARS

SUMMARY OF COSTS

2002 2nd SCVWD Water Reservoir & Pump Sta. 200,000 0 3,250,000 3,250,000 0 06,700,00097

2009 SCVWD Second Water Supply Turnout 100,000 0 500,000 2,500,000 0 03,100,00098

7076 Well Upgrade Project 2,645,000 4,000,000 3,300,000 4,000,000 0 013,945,00099

7100 Aging Water System/Seismic Improvements  * 3,187,951 6,400,000 0 0 0 09,587,951100

7110 Hydrant Replacement Program 170,000 70,000 72,100 74,260 76,500 78,800541,660101

7113 Turnout Improvements 150,000 (150,000) 0 0 0 00102

7119 Sunnyhills Turnout Pressure Reducing Valve 600,000 (600,000) 0 0 0 00103

7120 Water Supply Blending Study 100,000 (100,000) 0 0 0 00104

7121 Automated Meter Replacement Program 545,000 2,226,700 2,226,650 2,226,650 0 07,225,000105

7126 Water Conservation Program  * 1,400,000 0 0 0 0 01,400,000106

7127 Water Supervisory Control and Data Acquisiti 50,000 0 500,000 5,450,000 0 06,000,000107

7128 Recycled Water Pipeline Infill Project 1,500,000 (1,200,000) 0 0 0 0300,000108

7129 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 1 0 3,750,000 6,100,000 0 0 09,850,000109

New Additional SCVWD Zone 1 Pressure Red. V 0 0 0 0 0 490,000490,000110

New Annual Water Distribution Rehab. Program 0 600,000 600,000 600,000 600,000 600,0003,000,000111

Plan Los Coches Backbone 0 0 850,000 3,350,000 0 04,200,000112

Plan Lower Berryessa Creek Water Line 0 0 1,025,000 0 0 01,025,000113

Plan Minor Water Projects 0 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000500,000114

Plan Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 2 0 0 0 0 4,755,000 04,755,000115

Plan Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 3 0 0 0 3,507,000 8,450,000 011,957,000116

Plan Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 4 0 0 6,178,193 13,400,000 0 019,578,193117

Plan Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 5 0 0 0 3,305,000 0 03,305,000118

Plan Water O&M Database Management 0 100,000 0 0 0 0100,000119

Plan Water System Replacement Study 0 0 0 100,000 0 0100,000120

$10,647,951 $15,196,700 $24,701,943 $41,862,910 $13,981,500 $1,268,800

(2,250,000)

17,446,700

Defunding Subtotal

Funding Subtotal

TOTAL COST

SUMMARY OF AVAILABLE FINANCING

$107,659,804

NOTES

Water Fund (1,050,000) 0 0 0 0

Water Line Extension Fund 3,445,000 1,122,100 850,000 0 0

Other 6,375,000 15,671,193 29,486,260 13,981,500 778,800

Unidentified Funding 0 0 1,950,000 0 490,000

Water Bonds 6,426,700 7,908,650 9,576,650 0 0

$15,196,700 $24,701,943 $41,862,910 $13,981,500 $1,268,800TOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLE

(a) "New" projects listed are new to CIP

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c)  " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"
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Water Fund Water Line 
Extension 

Fund

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2017-18
Water Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

Water Bonds

200297 2nd SCVWD Water Reservoir & Pump Sta. 0 0 0 0 0

200998 SCVWD Second Water Supply Turnout 0 0 0 0 0

707699 Well Upgrade Project 0 1,925,000 2,075,000 0 0

7100100 Aging Water System/Seismic Improvements  * 0 1,700,000 0 0 4,700,000

7110101 Hydrant Replacement Program 0 70,000 0 0 0

7113102 Turnout Improvements (150,000) 0 0 0 0

7119103 Sunnyhills Turnout Pressure Reducing Valve (600,000) 0 0 0 0

7120104 Water Supply Blending Study (100,000) 0 0 0 0

7121105 Automated Meter Replacement Program 0 500,000 0 0 1,726,700

7126106 Water Conservation Program  * (200,000) 0 200,000 0 0

7127107 Water Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 0 0 0 0 0

7128108 Recycled Water Pipeline Infill Project 0 (1,200,000) 0 0 0

7129109 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 1 0 0 3,750,000 0 0

New110 Additional SCVWD Zone 1 Pressure Red. Valve 0 0 0 0 0

New111 Annual Water Distribution Rehab. Program 0 300,000 300,000 0 0

Plan112 Los Coches Backbone 0 0 0 0 0

Plan113 Lower Berryessa Creek Water Line 0 0 0 0 0

Plan114 Minor Water Projects 0 50,000 50,000 0 0

Plan115 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 2 0 0 0 0 0

Plan116 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 3 0 0 0 0 0

Plan117 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 4 0 0 0 0 0

Plan118 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 5 0 0 0 0 0

Plan119 Water O&M Database Management 0 100,000 0 0 0

Plan120 Water System Replacement Study 0 0 0 0 0

(1,050,000) 3,445,000 6,375,000 0

(1,050,000) (1,200,000) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 15,196,700

0 4,645,000 6,375,000 0

NOTES

(0)

6,426,700

6,426,700

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Water Fund Water Line 
Extension 

Fund

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2018-19
Water Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

Water Bonds

200297 2nd SCVWD Water Reservoir & Pump Sta. 0 0 3,250,000 0 0

200998 SCVWD Second Water Supply Turnout 0 0 500,000 0 0

707699 Well Upgrade Project 0 0 0 0 3,300,000

7100100 Aging Water System/Seismic Improvements  * 0 0 0 0 0

7110101 Hydrant Replacement Program 0 72,100 0 0 0

7113102 Turnout Improvements 0 0 0 0 0

7119103 Sunnyhills Turnout Pressure Reducing Valve 0 0 0 0 0

7120104 Water Supply Blending Study 0 0 0 0 0

7121105 Automated Meter Replacement Program 0 500,000 0 0 1,726,650

7126106 Water Conservation Program  * 0 0 0 0 0

7127107 Water Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 0 250,000 250,000 0 0

7128108 Recycled Water Pipeline Infill Project 0 0 0 0 0

7129109 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 1 0 0 4,868,000 0 1,232,000

New110 Additional SCVWD Zone 1 Pressure Red. Valve 0 0 0 0 0

New111 Annual Water Distribution Rehab. Program 0 300,000 300,000 0 0

Plan112 Los Coches Backbone 0 0 850,000 0 0

Plan113 Lower Berryessa Creek Water Line 0 0 1,025,000 0 0

Plan114 Minor Water Projects 0 0 100,000 0 0

Plan115 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 2 0 0 0 0 0

Plan116 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 3 0 0 0 0 0

Plan117 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 4 0 0 4,528,193 0 1,650,000

Plan118 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 5 0 0 0 0 0

Plan119 Water O&M Database Management 0 0 0 0 0

Plan120 Water System Replacement Study 0 0 0 0 0

0 1,122,100 15,671,193 0

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 24,701,943

0 1,122,100 15,671,193 0

NOTES

(0)

0

7,908,650

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Water Fund Water Line 
Extension 

Fund

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2019-20
Water Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

Water Bonds

200297 2nd SCVWD Water Reservoir & Pump Sta. 0 0 3,250,000 0 0

200998 SCVWD Second Water Supply Turnout 0 0 2,500,000 0 0

707699 Well Upgrade Project 0 0 0 0 4,000,000

7100100 Aging Water System/Seismic Improvements  * 0 0 0 0 0

7110101 Hydrant Replacement Program 0 0 74,260 0 0

7113102 Turnout Improvements 0 0 0 0 0

7119103 Sunnyhills Turnout Pressure Reducing Valve 0 0 0 0 0

7120104 Water Supply Blending Study 0 0 0 0 0

7121105 Automated Meter Replacement Program 0 0 500,000 0 1,726,650

7126106 Water Conservation Program  * 0 0 0 0 0

7127107 Water Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 0 750,000 2,750,000 1,950,000 0

7128108 Recycled Water Pipeline Infill Project 0 0 0 0 0

7129109 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 1 0 0 0 0 0

New110 Additional SCVWD Zone 1 Pressure Red. Valve 0 0 0 0 0

New111 Annual Water Distribution Rehab. Program 0 0 600,000 0 0

Plan112 Los Coches Backbone 0 0 3,350,000 0 0

Plan113 Lower Berryessa Creek Water Line 0 0 0 0 0

Plan114 Minor Water Projects 0 0 100,000 0 0

Plan115 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 2 0 0 0 0 0

Plan116 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 3 0 0 3,507,000 0 0

Plan117 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 4 0 0 11,750,000 0 1,650,000

Plan118 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 5 0 0 1,105,000 0 2,200,000

Plan119 Water O&M Database Management 0 0 0 0 0

Plan120 Water System Replacement Study 0 100,000 0 0 0

0 850,000 29,486,260 1,950,000

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 41,862,910

0 850,000 29,486,260 1,950,000

NOTES

(0)

0

9,576,650

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Water Fund Water Line 
Extension 

Fund

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2020-21
Water Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

Water Bonds

200297 2nd SCVWD Water Reservoir & Pump Sta. 0 0 0 0 0

200998 SCVWD Second Water Supply Turnout 0 0 0 0 0

707699 Well Upgrade Project 0 0 0 0 0

7100100 Aging Water System/Seismic Improvements  * 0 0 0 0 0

7110101 Hydrant Replacement Program 0 0 76,500 0 0

7113102 Turnout Improvements 0 0 0 0 0

7119103 Sunnyhills Turnout Pressure Reducing Valve 0 0 0 0 0

7120104 Water Supply Blending Study 0 0 0 0 0

7121105 Automated Meter Replacement Program 0 0 0 0 0

7126106 Water Conservation Program  * 0 0 0 0 0

7127107 Water Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 0 0 0 0 0

7128108 Recycled Water Pipeline Infill Project 0 0 0 0 0

7129109 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 1 0 0 0 0 0

New110 Additional SCVWD Zone 1 Pressure Red. Valve 0 0 0 0 0

New111 Annual Water Distribution Rehab. Program 0 0 600,000 0 0

Plan112 Los Coches Backbone 0 0 0 0 0

Plan113 Lower Berryessa Creek Water Line 0 0 0 0 0

Plan114 Minor Water Projects 0 0 100,000 0 0

Plan115 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 2 0 0 4,755,000 0 0

Plan116 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 3 0 0 8,450,000 0 0

Plan117 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 4 0 0 0 0 0

Plan118 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 5 0 0 0 0 0

Plan119 Water O&M Database Management 0 0 0 0 0

Plan120 Water System Replacement Study 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 13,981,500 0

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 13,981,500

0 0 13,981,500 0

NOTES

(0)

0

0

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Water Fund Water Line 
Extension 

Fund

Other Unidentified 
Funding

2021-22
Water Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

Water Bonds

200297 2nd SCVWD Water Reservoir & Pump Sta. 0 0 0 0 0

200998 SCVWD Second Water Supply Turnout 0 0 0 0 0

707699 Well Upgrade Project 0 0 0 0 0

7100100 Aging Water System/Seismic Improvements  * 0 0 0 0 0

7110101 Hydrant Replacement Program 0 0 78,800 0 0

7113102 Turnout Improvements 0 0 0 0 0

7119103 Sunnyhills Turnout Pressure Reducing Valve 0 0 0 0 0

7120104 Water Supply Blending Study 0 0 0 0 0

7121105 Automated Meter Replacement Program 0 0 0 0 0

7126106 Water Conservation Program  * 0 0 0 0 0

7127107 Water Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 0 0 0 0 0

7128108 Recycled Water Pipeline Infill Project 0 0 0 0 0

7129109 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 1 0 0 0 0 0

New110 Additional SCVWD Zone 1 Pressure Red. Valve 0 0 0 490,000 0

New111 Annual Water Distribution Rehab. Program 0 0 600,000 0 0

Plan112 Los Coches Backbone 0 0 0 0 0

Plan113 Lower Berryessa Creek Water Line 0 0 0 0 0

Plan114 Minor Water Projects 0 0 100,000 0 0

Plan115 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 2 0 0 0 0 0

Plan116 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 3 0 0 0 0 0

Plan117 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 4 0 0 0 0 0

Plan118 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 5 0 0 0 0 0

Plan119 Water O&M Database Management 0 0 0 0 0

Plan120 Water System Replacement Study 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 778,800 490,000

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 1,268,800

0 0 778,800 490,000

NOTES

(0)

0

0

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.
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2002 2nd SCVWD Water Reservoir & Pump Sta. 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$199,890

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Mandatory or Committed ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Identified projects in the Water Supply Augmentation Study have priority 
and this anticipated land purchase is proposed in FY18-19.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project will provide a potable water reservoir (6.6 million gallons) and 
pump station to serve the SCVWD water service area, as recommended 
in the Milpitas 2009 Water Master Plan Update.  This facility is necessary 
to serve the Midtown and Transit Area Specific Plan area and future 
development.  The scope includes land purchase, design and 
construction of a reservoir, pump station, and related improvements. The 
new facility will require acquisition of approximately 3 acres of land within 
the Transit Area at an estimated cost of $6.7 million.  Design and 
Construction will be programmed in the future at a cost estimate of $15 
Million. Total cost estimate is $21.7 Million.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

150,000 0 0 0 0 0 150,000Design

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Administration

0 0 3,250,000 3,250,000 0 0 6,500,000Land

Totals 200,000 0 3,250,000 3,250,000 0 0 6,700,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

200,000 0 3,250,000 3,250,000 0 0 6,700,000TASP Impact Fees

Totals 200,000 0 3,250,000 3,250,000 0 0 6,700,000
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2009 SCVWD Second Water Supply Turnout 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$100,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Projects Which Avoid Future Additional CostsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

A second turnout is required to meet increasing flow requirements in the 
City's south-central and western areas.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This is a joint project with SCVWD to install a second water supply 
turnout to Milpitas as described in the Milpitas 2009 Water Master Plan.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Design

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Administration

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Surveying

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Inspection

100,000 0 500,000 2,500,000 0 0 3,100,000Improvements

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Equipment

Totals 100,000 0 500,000 2,500,000 0 0 3,100,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

100,000 0 500,000 2,500,000 0 0 3,100,000TASP Impact Fees

Totals 100,000 0 500,000 2,500,000 0 0 3,100,000
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7076 Well Upgrade Project 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603]

$490,729

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Mandatory or Committed ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Historically, the Pinewood Well has provided the City with emergency 
water supply, in case Hetch-Hetchy and/or Santa Clara Valley Water 
District systems are not available due to an earthquake or other 
catastrophe.  This work allows groundwater from both Pinewood, Curtis 
Wells, and future McCandless wells to be pumped into the City’s 
distribution system on a daily basis to diversify the city's water sources. 
FY 17/18 $4M in funding was added for new McCandless Well.

FINANCE  NOTES

Reimbursement: Valley Transportation Authority (VTA): $140,000, VTA funds are for VTA requested modifications due to BART Transit 
Station.
City anticipates issuing $25.54 million in water bonds.
2/16/16: Reallocated Water Fund monies of $2M to be funded by Water Bonds FY16-17.
2/22/17, Defund $3M in Water Bonds from FY16-17 due to bonds not being available. 
TASP ID #20DB

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This well upgrade program includes recommendations from the Water 
Supply Augmentation Study. Pinewood well requires $1M in 
improvements to improve, taste, odor, and hardness. This project also 
includes the installation of a new well and pump station at the City's 
McCandless Park site to serve the Midtown and Transit Area Specific 
Plan (TASP) including future development. Future project phases will 
complete the well buildings, pumps, control equipment, water quality 
treatment, piping, and back-up power.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

358,200 700,000 0 900,000 0 0 1,958,200Design

12,800 160,000 0 50,000 0 0 222,800Administration

3,000 0 0 0 0 0 3,000Surveying

125,800 160,000 0 50,000 0 0 335,800Inspection

2,145,200 2,980,000 3,300,000 3,000,000 0 0 11,425,200Improvements

Totals 2,645,000 4,000,000 3,300,000 4,000,000 0 0 13,945,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 2,075,000 0 0 0 0 2,075,000TASP Impact Fees

140,000 0 0 0 0 0 140,000Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

1,100,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,100,000RDA Fund

470,000 1,925,000 0 0 0 0 2,395,000Water Line Extension Fund

0 0 3,300,000 4,000,000 0 0 7,300,000Water Bonds

935,000 0 0 0 0 0 935,000Water Fund

Totals 2,645,000 4,000,000 3,300,000 4,000,000 0 0 13,945,000
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7100 Aging Water System/Seismic Improvements  * 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Julie Waldron [3314]

$2,260,067

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Health and Safety ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Estimated costs for this project have been updated this year to include 
significant project funding for the additional seismic features for the 
Dempsey Road Water Line Replacement Project 7118.  These seismic 
features provide additional reliability and redundancy as prescribed in the 
Seismic Improvement Strategic Plan.  Overall, seismic improvements are 
expected to span over a decade and cost over $25 million.

FINANCE  NOTES

2/22/17, Defund $5.4M in Water Bonds from FY16-17 due to bonds not being available.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project develops a comprehensive Water System Seismic 
Improvements Program.  Components include seismic rehabilitation to 
the City’s “back-bone’ water system as defined in the Water System 
Seismic Improvement Strategic Plan and purchase of water system 
materials and equipment for emergency response to a major disaster.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

1,030,000 100,000 0 0 0 0 1,130,000Design

193,000 40,000 0 0 0 0 233,000Administration

25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000Surveying

252,000 60,000 0 0 0 0 312,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Land

1,687,951 6,200,000 0 0 0 0 7,887,951Improvements

Totals 3,187,951 6,400,000 0 0 0 0 9,587,951

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

500,000 1,700,000 0 0 0 0 2,200,000Water Line Extension Fund

0 4,700,000 0 0 0 0 4,700,000Water Bonds

1,100,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,100,000Water Infrastructure Fund

1,587,951 0 0 0 0 0 1,587,951Water Fund

Totals 3,187,951 6,400,000 0 0 0 0 9,587,951
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7110 Hydrant Replacement Program 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Glen Campi [2643]

$163,079

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Identified projects in the Water Supply Augmentation Study have priority. 
The City maintains approximately 2,200 fire hydrants and they have a 30-
year service life.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project involves replacement of hydrants in the Manor, Sunnyhills, 
and Milford neighborhoods. Other locations may include Calaveras Blvd, 
Park Victoria and Jacklin Road.  Additional work may include replacement 
of the water valve for the hydrant.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

10,000 0 0 0 0 0 10,000Design

5,000 0 0 0 0 0 5,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Surveying

10,000 0 0 0 0 0 10,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Land

145,000 70,000 72,100 74,260 76,500 78,800 516,660Improvements

Totals 170,000 70,000 72,100 74,260 76,500 78,800 541,660

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

170,000 70,000 72,100 0 0 0 312,100Water Line Extension Fund

0 0 0 74,260 76,500 78,800 229,560Water Capital Surcharge

Totals 170,000 70,000 72,100 74,260 76,500 78,800 541,660
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7113 Turnout Improvements 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603]

$150,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30 2017. 
Funding and scope of work to be included in NEW "Annual Water Distribution Rehabilitation Program" Project.

DESCRIPTION

This project involves sandblasting and recoating all water system turnout 
apparatus.  It also involves testing and replacement of antiquated valves. 
There are four turnouts on San Francisco PUC water system and one on 
the Santa Clara Valley Water District water system.  The valves vary in 
size from 12" to 16".

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

10,000 (10,000) 0 0 0 0 0Design

5,000 (5,000) 0 0 0 0 0Administration

10,000 (10,000) 0 0 0 0 0Inspection

125,000 (125,000) 0 0 0 0 0Improvements

Totals 150,000 (150,000) 0 0 0 0 0

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

150,000 (150,000) 0 0 0 0 0Water Fund

Totals 150,000 (150,000) 0 0 0 0 0
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7119 Sunnyhills Turnout Pressure Reducing Valve 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603]

$599,810

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30 2017. 
Funding and scope of work to be included in NEW "Annual Water Distribution Rehabilitation Program" Project.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the study and evaluation of fluctuating water 
pressure within the Sunnyhills area of the city. Refer to section 6.3.4.1 in 
the 2009 Water Master Plan Update.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

50,000 (50,000) 0 0 0 0 0Design

30,000 (30,000) 0 0 0 0 0Administration

20,000 (20,000) 0 0 0 0 0Inspection

500,000 (500,000) 0 0 0 0 0Improvements

Totals 600,000 (600,000) 0 0 0 0 0

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

600,000 (600,000) 0 0 0 0 0Water Fund

Totals 600,000 (600,000) 0 0 0 0 0
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7120 Water Supply Blending Study 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$83,593

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Ground water has a higher mineral content, and by mixing with SCVWD 
and/or Hetch-Hetchy, the water quality can be improved.

FINANCE  NOTES

Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30 2017. 
Funding and scope of work to be included in the "Minor Water Projects" Project.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides an engineering study to analyze the feasibility and 
cost benefits of blending well water with the wholesale water supplies, 
and blending the two wholesale water supplies.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

80,000 (80,000) 0 0 0 0 0Design

20,000 (20,000) 0 0 0 0 0Administration

Totals 100,000 (100,000) 0 0 0 0 0

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

100,000 (100,000) 0 0 0 0 0Water Fund

Totals 100,000 (100,000) 0 0 0 0 0
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7121 Automated Meter Replacement Program 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355] / Nina Hawk [2603]

$10,523

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Projects Which Avoid Future Additional CostsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The project will replace all of the City meters over time.  The new meters 
will provide electronic results for the 17,000 water accounts and thereby 
eliminating manual reads. The system will continuously monitor customer 
water usage and provide alerts for extraordinary usage patterns or 
possible leaks.

FINANCE  NOTES

Staff plans to seek external financing sources to offset costs.
2/16/16: Reallocated Water Fund monies of $750K to be funded by Water Bonds FY16-17.
2/22/17, Defund $2,045,000 in Water Bonds from FY16-17 due to bonds not being available.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

A City-Wide replacement of existing water meters will be implemented to 
improve overall service to the City's customers and improve the reliability 
of the meter reading data.   As meters age, the meter readings will read 
lower over time.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

5,000 0 0 0 0 0 5,000Administration

190,000 2,226,700 2,226,650 2,226,650 0 0 6,870,000Improvements

350,000 0 0 0 0 0 350,000Equipment

Totals 545,000 2,226,700 2,226,650 2,226,650 0 0 7,225,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

545,000 500,000 500,000 0 0 0 1,545,000Water Line Extension Fund

0 1,726,700 1,726,650 1,726,650 0 0 5,180,000Water Bonds

0 0 0 500,000 0 0 500,000Water Capital Surcharge

Totals 545,000 2,226,700 2,226,650 2,226,650 0 0 7,225,000
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7126 Water Conservation Program  * 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603]

$851,608

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Health and Safety ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The State Water Resources Control Board has extended water retailer 
conservation enforcement and reporting due to the ongoing drought.  
Additional funding was added to comply with State requirements.

FINANCE  NOTES

Project created by City Council on June 16, 2015 with Budget Appropriation.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for a Water Conservation Program including 
development, implementation, and management of a new City wide water 
rationing and conservation plan including community outreach and 
education. The program includes staff response to water waste 
complaints and the implementation of new State mandated water 
conservation programs. This project will begin the conversion of City and 
private owned irrigation facilities from potable to recycled water where 
they are adjacent to recycled water pipelines.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

160,000 200,000 0 0 0 0 360,000Design

830,000 0 0 0 0 0 830,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Surveying

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Land

360,000 (200,000) 0 0 0 0 160,000Improvements

Totals 1,400,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,400,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

1,200,000 (200,000) 0 0 0 0 1,000,000Water Fund

200,000 200,000 0 0 0 0 400,000Park Fund

Totals 1,400,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,400,000
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7127 Water Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Currently operators rely on unsophisticated alarms at limited locations and 
customer complaints to become aware of water system problems.  
Operators must drive to sites to evaluate the problem and implement 
corrective action, such as starting a back-up pump, when the main pumps 
fail. The sewer system SCADA will be installed first.

FINANCE  NOTES

Project created by City Council on June 16, 2015 with $50,000 Budget Appropriation from Water Fund
Staff plans to seek external financing sources to offset costs.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

A water system Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition System 
(SCADA) provides real-time data, such as water tank level, pump 
operational status, system pressure, and flow rates to water system 
operators.  Operators can use this data to identify operational problems, 
such as high velocities and low pressures, pressure spikes, which are 
indicators of pipe breaks.   SCADA also allows for remote monitoring and 
operation of pumps and valves to implement corrective actions and 
maintain water supply.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 200,000 0 0 0 200,000Design

0 0 50,000 75,000 0 0 125,000Administration

50,000 0 250,000 5,375,000 0 0 5,675,000Improvements

Totals 50,000 0 500,000 5,450,000 0 0 6,000,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Water Fund

0 0 250,000 750,000 0 0 1,000,000Water Line Extension Fund

0 0 250,000 2,750,000 0 0 3,000,000Water Capital Surcharge

0 0 0 1,950,000 0 0 1,950,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 50,000 0 500,000 5,450,000 0 0 6,000,000
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7128 Recycled Water Pipeline Infill Project 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$1,465,489

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The cost to design and construct the recycled water intertie is shared with 
San Jose Water Company per the agreement of September 1, 2016. The 
City's share of the project is $300,000. The project is currently in design 
and construction is estimated late 2017.

FINANCE  NOTES

Prior year funding was defunded to match the project costs to the executed agreement and to free-up funding for other uses.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides miscellaneous recycled water line extensions to 
sites that currently use potable water for non-domestic uses and three 
potential interties with San Jose Water Company. This project would 
allow the use of recycled water and replace the use of potable water.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

200,000 (175,000) 0 0 0 0 25,000Design

100,000 (75,000) 0 0 0 0 25,000Administration

100,000 (100,000) 0 0 0 0 0Surveying

100,000 (100,000) 0 0 0 0 0Inspection

1,000,000 (750,000) 0 0 0 0 250,000Improvements

Totals 1,500,000 (1,200,000) 0 0 0 0 300,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

1,500,000 (1,200,000) 0 0 0 0 300,000Water Line Extension Fund

Totals 1,500,000 (1,200,000) 0 0 0 0 300,000
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7129 Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 1 1

CONTACT: Julie Waldron [3314] / Nina Hawk [2603]

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The design for the Segment 1 pipeline extension is included in the 
Dempsey Road Utility Improvement Project CIP 7118 & 7100. This 
recycled pipeline extension is estimated to cost $9.85M and would be 
completed in phases. The first phase would extend the recycled pipeline 
under State Route 680 at an estimated cost of $3.75M. The remaining 
phase to complete the remaining segment of the pipeline is estimated at 
$6.1M.

FINANCE  NOTES

2/22/17, Defund $9.85M in Water Bonds from FY16-17 due to bonds not being available.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the extension of recycled water lines as part of 
the City’s efforts to diversify the water supply system and respond to the 
ongoing drought emergency by offsetting the use of potable water. The 
project is divided into five segments. Segment 1 provides for the 
extension of the pipeline in Los Coches Street under Berryessa Creek, 
and I-680 to Dempsey Road.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 3,750,000 6,100,000 0 0 0 9,850,000Improvements

Totals 0 3,750,000 6,100,000 0 0 0 9,850,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 3,750,000 0 0 0 0 3,750,000Water Capital Surcharge

0 0 1,232,000 0 0 0 1,232,000Water Bonds

0 0 4,868,000 0 0 0 4,868,000Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

Totals 0 3,750,000 6,100,000 0 0 0 9,850,000
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New Additional SCVWD Zone 1 Pressure Red. Valve 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The preferred location for the additional PRV is near Falcon Drive and 
Montague Expressway.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project will provide an additional Pressure Reducing Valve (PRV) 
within the TASP area to ensure water system operational redundancy. 
Two pressure reducing valves within the TASP area regulate water 
pressure from the SCVWD Zone 2 service area into the Zone 1 service 
area (Curtis PRV and Capitol PRV).  The Capitol PRV reached the end of 
its useful life and was replaced by the BART project.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 100,000 100,000Design

0 0 0 0 0 20,000 20,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 20,000 20,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 350,000 350,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 490,000 490,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 490,000 490,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 490,000 490,000
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New Annual Water Distribution Rehab. Program 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Glen Campi [2643]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the replacement of water mains, valves, and 
other appurtenances on the water system. Annual ongoing main 
replacements and repairs including valve replacement are an important 
element of the improvement of an aging infrastructure, and allows the 
system to be isolated during emergency or planned work on the water 
system.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 600,000 600,000 600,000 600,000 600,000 3,000,000Improvements

Totals 0 600,000 600,000 600,000 600,000 600,000 3,000,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 300,000 300,000 0 0 0 600,000Water Line Extension Fund

0 300,000 300,000 600,000 600,000 600,000 2,400,000Water Capital Surcharge

Totals 0 600,000 600,000 600,000 600,000 600,000 3,000,000
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Plan Los Coches Backbone 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Major Service Equipment ReplacementPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The intent of this project is to eliminate the dead end main in S. Milpitas 
Boulevard and avoid traffic and utility disruption in E. Calaveras during the 
project construction.  The turnout work has to be designed and 
constructed by San Francisco PUC, which normally takes approximately 
2-3 years.

FINANCE  NOTES

Staff plans to seek external financing sources to offset costs.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

The Los Coches Transmission Main will be constructed between S. 
Milpitas Boulevard and Dempsey Road.  The main will tie the existing 
dead end main Zone 2 San Francisco PUC at S. Milpitas and Los Coches 
to tie into the Dempsey Road water main to the east.  The project also 
involves the construction of a new water turnout on Los Coches Street 
adjacent to E. Calaveras Boulevard near Hillview Drive.  The new turnout 
will improve the overall City water system reliability and convert a few 
parcels of Zone 2 Santa Clara Valley Water District service area to Zone 
2 San Francisco PUC.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 450,000 0 0 0 450,000Design

0 0 50,000 200,000 0 0 250,000Administration

0 0 0 150,000 0 0 150,000Inspection

0 0 350,000 3,000,000 0 0 3,350,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 850,000 3,350,000 0 0 4,200,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 850,000 3,350,000 0 0 4,200,000Water Capital Surcharge

Totals 0 0 850,000 3,350,000 0 0 4,200,000
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Plan Lower Berryessa Creek Water Line 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

This pipeline was damaged by the Santa Clara Valley District during 
construction of the Berryessa Creek Levee Improvement work in 2015, 
and it should be replaced.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the relocation and replacement of an existing 14-
inch diameter water line beneath Lower Berryessa Creek to 
accommodate future improvements within the existing creek corridor.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 150,000 0 0 0 150,000Design

0 0 75,000 0 0 0 75,000Administration

0 0 25,000 0 0 0 25,000Surveying

0 0 775,000 0 0 0 775,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 1,025,000 0 0 0 1,025,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 1,025,000 0 0 0 1,025,000Water Capital Surcharge

Totals 0 0 1,025,000 0 0 0 1,025,000

113Printed 4/11/17  -  02:59 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Plan Minor Water Projects 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

This project also installs sump pumps in water system vaults, such as 
pressure reducing valve vaults. Identified projects in the Water Supply 
Augmentation Study have priority.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This on-going project involves the analysis and implementation of various 
water projects which arise during the year.  This project also provides for 
on-going modifications and improvements to existing water system 
including enhancing security at various water facilities.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 5,000 0 0 0 0 5,000Design

0 0 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 20,000Administration

0 95,000 95,000 95,000 95,000 95,000 475,000Improvements

Totals 0 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 500,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 50,000 0 0 0 0 50,000Water Line Extension Fund

0 50,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 450,000Water Capital Surcharge

Totals 0 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 500,000
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Plan Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 2 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Alignments shown are conceptual. The overall recycled water expansion 
project has been broken out into separate projects to better accommodate 
the needs and timing of the various funding agencies.

FINANCE  NOTES

Staff will pursue Proposition 1 grants and State Revolving Loan financing.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the extension of recycled water lines as part of 
the City’s efforts to diversify the water supply system and respond to the 
ongoing drought emergency by offsetting the use of potable water.   The 
project is divided into five segments. Segment 2 provides for the design 
and construction of a northern pipeline extension along North Park 
Victoria Drive across I-680 to loop with an existing recycled water system 
in Jacklin Road at North Hillview Drive. The total cost for Segment 2 is 
estimated at $4.75M.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 575,000 0 575,000Design

0 0 0 0 825,000 0 825,000Administration

0 0 0 0 25,000 0 25,000Surveying

0 0 0 0 130,000 0 130,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 3,200,000 0 3,200,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 4,755,000 0 4,755,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 4,755,000 0 4,755,000Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

Totals 0 0 0 0 4,755,000 0 4,755,000
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Plan Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 3 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Alignments shown are conceptual. The overall recycled water expansion 
project has been broken out into separate projects to better accommodate 
the needs and timing of the various funding agencies.

FINANCE  NOTES

Staff will pursue Proposition 1 grants, State Revolving Loan financing, and stakeholder cost-sharing.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the extension of recycled water lines as part of 
the City’s efforts to diversify the water supply system and respond to the 
ongoing drought emergency by offsetting the use of potable water. The 
project is divided into five segments. Segment 3 provides for the design 
and construction of pipeline extensions into the foothills to serve high-use 
irrigation customers including Summitpointe Golf Club, Spring Valley Golf 
Course, CalFire, and Ed Levin County Park. Segment 3 includes a 
booster pumping station. The total cost for Segment 3 is estimated at 
$12M.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 1,900,000 0 0 1,900,000Design

0 0 0 1,530,000 0 0 1,530,000Administration

0 0 0 77,000 0 0 77,000Surveying

0 0 0 0 150,000 0 150,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 8,300,000 0 8,300,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 3,507,000 8,450,000 0 11,957,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 3,507,000 8,450,000 0 11,957,000Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

Totals 0 0 0 3,507,000 8,450,000 0 11,957,000
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Plan Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 4 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Alignments shown are conceptual. The overall recycled water expansion 
project has been broken out into separate projects to better accommodate 
the needs and timing of the various funding agencies.

FINANCE  NOTES

Staff will pursue Proposition 1 grants.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the extension of recycled water lines as part of 
the City’s efforts to diversify the water supply system and respond to the 
ongoing drought emergency by offsetting the use of potable water.   The 
project is divided into five segments. Segment 4 provides for the design 
and construction of an extension from Edsel Drive south to Landess 
Avenue near the City’s boundary to serve schools and parks along the 
alignment. Segment 4 will include an in-line booster pump station. The 
total cost for Segment 4 is estimated at $19.6M.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 3,000,000 0 0 0 3,000,000Design

0 0 3,028,193 0 0 0 3,028,193Administration

0 0 150,000 0 0 0 150,000Surveying

0 0 0 600,000 0 0 600,000Inspection

0 0 0 12,800,000 0 0 12,800,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 6,178,193 13,400,000 0 0 19,578,193

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 1,650,000 1,650,000 0 0 3,300,000Water Bonds

0 0 4,528,193 11,750,000 0 0 16,278,193Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

Totals 0 0 6,178,193 13,400,000 0 0 19,578,193
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Plan Recycled Water Pipeline Segment 5 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Alignments shown are conceptual. The overall recycled water expansion 
project has been broken out into separate projects to better accommodate 
the needs and timing of the various funding agencies.

FINANCE  NOTES

Staff will pursue Proposition 1 grants and State Revolving Loan financing for the balance of required funding.

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the extension of recycled water lines as part of 
the City’s efforts to diversify the water supply system and respond to the 
ongoing drought emergency by offsetting the use of potable water.  The 
project is divided into five segments.  Segment 5 provides for the design 
and construction of an extension near the southern boundary of the City 
near Ames Avenue to loop with the existing recycled water system in 
South Milpitas Boulevard.  Segment 5 work includes a crossing of I-680. 
The total cost for Segment 5 is estimated at $3.3M.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 555,000 0 0 555,000Design

0 0 0 350,000 0 0 350,000Administration

0 0 0 50,000 0 0 50,000Surveying

0 0 0 100,000 0 0 100,000Inspection

0 0 0 2,250,000 0 0 2,250,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 3,305,000 0 0 3,305,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 2,200,000 0 0 2,200,000Water Bonds

0 0 0 1,105,000 0 0 1,105,000Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

Totals 0 0 0 3,305,000 0 0 3,305,000
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Plan Water O&M Database Management 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Projects Which Avoid Future Additional CostsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Some of the City's water system infrastructure is now 50 years old and 
reaching the end of its useful life.  This database would enable staff to 
maintain repair records, identify and record the status of infrastructure, 
and provide timing recommendations for replacement.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project would integrate and expand the CMMS (Computerized 
Maintenance Management System) GIS database(s) to include water 
system facility data, such as age of pipe, year of installation, type of pipe, 
age of valves, maintenance history, and frequency and type of breaks.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 90,000 0 0 0 0 90,000Design

0 10,000 0 0 0 0 10,000Administration

Totals 0 100,000 0 0 0 0 100,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 100,000 0 0 0 0 100,000Water Line Extension Fund

Totals 0 100,000 0 0 0 0 100,000
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Plan Water System Replacement Study 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Studies and AnalysesPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Identified projects in the Water Supply Augmentation Study have priority.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

The 2002 Depreciation Study has estimated the remaining life of the 
existing water system infrastructure.  This work is to field verify the 
projects identified with useful life ending between 2015 and 2020, confirm 
need and scope of work, and prioritize improvements.  This project 
evaluates the remaining useful life of water pipelines in the vicinity of 
Hillview Drive, Los Coches Street, Yosemite Drive, Columbus Drive, 
Horcajo Street, Heath Street, Landess Avenue and Jacklin Road.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 85,000 0 0 85,000Design

0 0 0 15,000 0 0 15,000Administration

Totals 0 0 0 100,000 0 0 100,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 100,000 0 0 100,000Water Line Extension Fund

Totals 0 0 0 100,000 0 0 100,000
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SEWER IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS SUMMARY

PROJECT
PG.

NO. 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22
TOTAL

COST

PRIOR

YEARS

SUMMARY OF COSTS

6118 SJ/SC Regional Waste Water Facility 25,200,000 9,815,000 16,209,389 20,195,244 19,201,397 4,705,38595,326,415129

6119 Sanitary Sewer Condition Assessment Prgm 495,000 100,000 100,000 0 0 0695,000130

6123 Sanitary Sewer Overflow Improvements 25,000 75,000 0 0 0 0100,000131

New Sanitary Sewer Cathodic Protection Improv 0 0 625,000 0 0 0625,000132

New Sewer Pump Station Rehab. Program 0 200,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000600,000133

New Sewer Pump Station Treatment Improv. 0 400,000 0 0 0 0400,000134

Plan Minor Sewer Projects 0 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000250,000135

Plan Sanitary Supervisory Control & Data Acquisiti 0 450,000 1,550,000 0 0 02,000,000136

Plan Sewer Main Replacement Study 2018 0 115,000 0 0 0 0115,000137

Plan Sewer Master Plan 2021 0 0 0 0 450,000 0450,000138

Plan Sewer Seismic Study 19-20 0 0 0 100,000 0 0100,000139

Plan Sewer System Hydraulic Modeling 17-19 0 100,000 50,000 50,000 0 0200,000140

Plan Sewer System Replacement 0 0 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,0002,000,000141

$25,720,000 $11,305,000 $19,184,389 $20,995,244 $20,301,397 $5,355,385

11,305,000

Defunding Subtotal

Funding Subtotal

TOTAL COST

SUMMARY OF AVAILABLE FINANCING

$102,861,415

NOTES

Sewer Fund 7,855,000 3,625,000 1,450,000 1,750,000 1,550,000

Sewer Treatment Fund 3,250,000 2,750,000 2,750,000 750,000 750,000

Other 200,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000

Sanitary Sewer Bonds 0 12,709,389 16,695,244 17,701,397 2,955,385

$11,305,000 $19,184,389 $20,995,244 $20,301,397 $5,355,385TOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLE

(a) "New" projects listed are new  to  CIP

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"
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Sewer Fund Sewer 
Treatment 

Fund

Other Sanitary 
Sewer Bonds

2017-18
Sewer Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

6118129 SJ/SC Regional Waste Water Facility 6,565,000 3,250,000 0 0

6119130 Sanitary Sewer Condition Assessment Prgm 100,000 0 0 0

6123131 Sanitary Sewer Overflow Improvements 75,000 0 0 0

New132 Sanitary Sewer Cathodic Protection Improv. 0 0 0 0

New133 Sewer Pump Station Rehab. Program 0 0 200,000 0

New134 Sewer Pump Station Treatment Improv. 400,000 0 0 0

Plan135 Minor Sewer Projects 50,000 0 0 0

Plan136 Sanitary Supervisory Control & Data Acquisition 450,000 0 0 0

Plan137 Sewer Main Replacement Study 2018 115,000 0 0 0

Plan138 Sewer Master Plan 2021 0 0 0 0

Plan139 Sewer Seismic Study 19-20 0 0 0 0

Plan140 Sewer System Hydraulic Modeling 17-19 100,000 0 0 0

Plan141 Sewer System Replacement 0 0 0 0

7,855,000 3,250,000 200,000 0

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 11,305,000

7,855,000 3,250,000 200,000 0

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Sewer Fund Sewer 
Treatment 

Fund

Other Sanitary 
Sewer Bonds

2018-19
Sewer Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

6118129 SJ/SC Regional Waste Water Facility 750,000 2,750,000 0 12,709,389

6119130 Sanitary Sewer Condition Assessment Prgm 100,000 0 0 0

6123131 Sanitary Sewer Overflow Improvements 0 0 0 0

New132 Sanitary Sewer Cathodic Protection Improv. 625,000 0 0 0

New133 Sewer Pump Station Rehab. Program 0 0 100,000 0

New134 Sewer Pump Station Treatment Improv. 0 0 0 0

Plan135 Minor Sewer Projects 50,000 0 0 0

Plan136 Sanitary Supervisory Control & Data Acquisition 1,550,000 0 0 0

Plan137 Sewer Main Replacement Study 2018 0 0 0 0

Plan138 Sewer Master Plan 2021 0 0 0 0

Plan139 Sewer Seismic Study 19-20 0 0 0 0

Plan140 Sewer System Hydraulic Modeling 17-19 50,000 0 0 0

Plan141 Sewer System Replacement 500,000 0 0 0

3,625,000 2,750,000 100,000 12,709,389

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 19,184,389

3,625,000 2,750,000 100,000 12,709,389

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Sewer Fund Sewer 
Treatment 

Fund

Other Sanitary 
Sewer Bonds

2019-20
Sewer Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

6118129 SJ/SC Regional Waste Water Facility 750,000 2,750,000 0 16,695,244

6119130 Sanitary Sewer Condition Assessment Prgm 0 0 0 0

6123131 Sanitary Sewer Overflow Improvements 0 0 0 0

New132 Sanitary Sewer Cathodic Protection Improv. 0 0 0 0

New133 Sewer Pump Station Rehab. Program 0 0 100,000 0

New134 Sewer Pump Station Treatment Improv. 0 0 0 0

Plan135 Minor Sewer Projects 50,000 0 0 0

Plan136 Sanitary Supervisory Control & Data Acquisition 0 0 0 0

Plan137 Sewer Main Replacement Study 2018 0 0 0 0

Plan138 Sewer Master Plan 2021 0 0 0 0

Plan139 Sewer Seismic Study 19-20 100,000 0 0 0

Plan140 Sewer System Hydraulic Modeling 17-19 50,000 0 0 0

Plan141 Sewer System Replacement 500,000 0 0 0

1,450,000 2,750,000 100,000 16,695,244

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 20,995,244

1,450,000 2,750,000 100,000 16,695,244

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Sewer Fund Sewer 
Treatment 

Fund

Other Sanitary 
Sewer Bonds

2020-21
Sewer Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

6118129 SJ/SC Regional Waste Water Facility 750,000 750,000 0 17,701,397

6119130 Sanitary Sewer Condition Assessment Prgm 0 0 0 0

6123131 Sanitary Sewer Overflow Improvements 0 0 0 0

New132 Sanitary Sewer Cathodic Protection Improv. 0 0 0 0

New133 Sewer Pump Station Rehab. Program 0 0 100,000 0

New134 Sewer Pump Station Treatment Improv. 0 0 0 0

Plan135 Minor Sewer Projects 50,000 0 0 0

Plan136 Sanitary Supervisory Control & Data Acquisition 0 0 0 0

Plan137 Sewer Main Replacement Study 2018 0 0 0 0

Plan138 Sewer Master Plan 2021 450,000 0 0 0

Plan139 Sewer Seismic Study 19-20 0 0 0 0

Plan140 Sewer System Hydraulic Modeling 17-19 0 0 0 0

Plan141 Sewer System Replacement 500,000 0 0 0

1,750,000 750,000 100,000 17,701,397

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 20,301,397

1,750,000 750,000 100,000 17,701,397

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Sewer Fund Sewer 
Treatment 

Fund

Other Sanitary 
Sewer Bonds

2021-22
Sewer Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

6118129 SJ/SC Regional Waste Water Facility 1,000,000 750,000 0 2,955,385

6119130 Sanitary Sewer Condition Assessment Prgm 0 0 0 0

6123131 Sanitary Sewer Overflow Improvements 0 0 0 0

New132 Sanitary Sewer Cathodic Protection Improv. 0 0 0 0

New133 Sewer Pump Station Rehab. Program 0 0 100,000 0

New134 Sewer Pump Station Treatment Improv. 0 0 0 0

Plan135 Minor Sewer Projects 50,000 0 0 0

Plan136 Sanitary Supervisory Control & Data Acquisition 0 0 0 0

Plan137 Sewer Main Replacement Study 2018 0 0 0 0

Plan138 Sewer Master Plan 2021 0 0 0 0

Plan139 Sewer Seismic Study 19-20 0 0 0 0

Plan140 Sewer System Hydraulic Modeling 17-19 0 0 0 0

Plan141 Sewer System Replacement 500,000 0 0 0

1,550,000 750,000 100,000 2,955,385

(0) (0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 5,355,385

1,550,000 750,000 100,000 2,955,385

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other" are identified on detailed project sheets.
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6118 SJ/SC Regional Waste Water Facility 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603]

$4,187,688

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The project costs were increased from anticipated debt service payments 
to "pay-as-go" total costs; however we are pursuing, with other tributary 
agencies, long term financing.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

The City of Milpitas pumps our sewage to the San Jose/Santa Clara 
Regional Waste Water Facility for waste water treatment before it can be 
discharged into the San Francisco Bay.  This project will fund Milpitas’s 
share of the facilities rehabilitation costs.  The facility was originally 
constructed in 1956 and is reaching the end of its useful life and is in 
need of a complete overhaul.  The City of San Jose which operates the 
facility is undergoing a large rehabilitation project to completely overhaul 
the facility over the next 30 years. The City of Milpitas uses approximately 
7% of the facility and will be responsible for 7% of the estimated $2 billion 
or $140 million in improvements that will be made over the next 30 years.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

25,200,000 9,815,000 16,209,389 20,195,244 19,201,397 4,705,385 95,326,415Improvements

Totals 25,200,000 9,815,000 16,209,389 20,195,244 19,201,397 4,705,385 95,326,415

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 12,709,389 16,695,244 17,701,397 2,955,385 50,061,415Sanitary Sewer Bonds

15,200,000 6,565,000 750,000 750,000 750,000 1,000,000 25,015,000Sewer Fund

7,500,000 3,250,000 2,750,000 2,750,000 750,000 750,000 17,750,000Sewer Treatment Fund

2,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,500,000Sewer Infrastructure Fund

Totals 25,200,000 9,815,000 16,209,389 20,195,244 19,201,397 4,705,385 95,326,415
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6119 Sanitary Sewer Condition Assessment Prgm 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Glen Campi [2643]

$495,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Studies and AnalysesPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

A CCTV program is used to measure the structural integrity and flow 
conditions of the underground pipes.  During the initial construction, the 
pipes are constructed to grade and are structurally sound.  However over 
time, pipes may develop "sags" and cracks that may cause pipe failures.  
CCTV programs will identify conditions in the pipe before pipe failure and 
reduce the amount of pipe replacement that the City will need to perform. 
A later phase may include review of pipe materials.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

A citywide condition assessment program is needed to determine the 
condition of the City's sanitary sewer system.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

15,000 0 0 0 0 0 15,000Administration

30,000 0 0 0 0 0 30,000Inspection

450,000 100,000 100,000 0 0 0 650,000Improvements

Totals 495,000 100,000 100,000 0 0 0 695,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

495,000 100,000 100,000 0 0 0 695,000Sewer Fund

Totals 495,000 100,000 100,000 0 0 0 695,000
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6123 Sanitary Sewer Overflow Improvements 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Glen Campi [2643]

$19,821

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Mandatory or Committed ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

State regulations require sewer system agencies to reduce sewer system 
overflows. Funding has been advanced to the first year for pilot program 
for smart manhole covers.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project includes multiple measures to reduce sewer system 
overflows.  A pilot program for "smart" manhole covers would be 
implemented.  These manhole covers contain a sewer manhole flow level 
sensor that would transmit alarms prior to overflows.  In addition, sewer 
backflow devices would be installed at selected sites.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 10,000 0 0 0 0 10,000Administration

25,000 65,000 0 0 0 0 90,000Improvements

Totals 25,000 75,000 0 0 0 0 100,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

25,000 75,000 0 0 0 0 100,000Sewer Fund

Totals 25,000 75,000 0 0 0 0 100,000
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New Sanitary Sewer Cathodic Protection Improv. 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Julie Waldron [3314]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FY 18/19 funding provides for repair work at the City's main sewage pump 
station to address missing pipeline cathodic test stations on Zanker Road 
and to remove a vault and diverter valve that are within the Coyote Creek 
floodplain.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the evaluation, study, and installation of 
corrosion monitoring stations and equipment to protect buried City 
metallic pipelines, and to provide recommendations for retrofit or anode 
replacement. The project will provide for upgrade and improvement of 
system deficiencies defined in the evaluation study. Soils within the City 
have been found to be highly corrosive and are detrimental to metallic 
pipelines. Cathodic protection systems use sacrificial anodes and other 
means to protect the metal pipeline.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 150,000 0 0 0 150,000Design

0 0 25,000 0 0 0 25,000Administration

0 0 50,000 0 0 0 50,000Inspection

0 0 400,000 0 0 0 400,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 625,000 0 0 0 625,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 625,000 0 0 0 625,000Sewer Fund

Totals 0 0 625,000 0 0 0 625,000
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New Sewer Pump Station Rehab. Program 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

In Fiscal Year 17/18, an additional $100k is included for the project for two 
grinders in need of replacement at main lift station.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This program shall provide safe discharge and flow of sewage through the 
City's two wastewater pump stations.  This includes pump rehabilitation, 
major repair and/or purchase of new wastewater pumps at both Main Lift 
Station and Venus Lift Station. This program shall include rotational 
assessment of the City's six wastewater pumps, including peripheral 
equipment replacement such as electrical control, flow equipment (flow 
meters), variable frequency drives and grinders.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 100,000Administration

0 80,000 80,000 80,000 80,000 80,000 400,000Improvements

0 100,000 0 0 0 0 100,000Equipment

Totals 0 200,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 600,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 200,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 600,000Sewer Infrastructure Fund

Totals 0 200,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 600,000
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New Sewer Pump Station Treatment Improv. 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This program shall provide for the modernization of equipment at the 
City's wastewater pump station. The updated equipment to be installed is 
critical for the function of the pump stations and will allow for the 
continued safe discharge of effluent from Main Lift Station.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 40,000 0 0 0 0 40,000Administration

0 200,000 0 0 0 0 200,000Improvements

0 160,000 0 0 0 0 160,000Equipment

Totals 0 400,000 0 0 0 0 400,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 400,000 0 0 0 0 400,000Sewer Fund

Totals 0 400,000 0 0 0 0 400,000
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Plan Minor Sewer Projects 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Glen Campi [2643]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides ongoing analysis, engineering, and implementation 
of various minor modifications and improvements to existing sewer 
systems.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 125,000Design

0 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 125,000Improvements

Totals 0 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 250,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 250,000Sewer Fund

Totals 0 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 250,000
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Plan Sanitary Supervisory Control & Data Acquisition 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Glen Campi [2643]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Projects Which Avoid Future Additional CostsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Currently operators rely on unsophisticated alarms and must drive to sites 
to evaluate the problem and implement corrective action. Additional 
funding has been included for construction.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

A sanitary sewer system Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 
(SCADA) system provides real-time data, such as wet well level, and 
pump operational status to sewer system operators.  Operators can use 
this data to identify operational problems. SCADA allows for remote 
monitoring and operation of pumps to implement corrective actions and 
maintain wastewater discharge to the regional wastewater treatment 
plant.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 375,000 0 0 0 0 375,000Design

0 75,000 0 0 0 0 75,000Administration

0 0 100,000 0 0 0 100,000Inspection

0 0 1,450,000 0 0 0 1,450,000Improvements

Totals 0 450,000 1,550,000 0 0 0 2,000,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 450,000 1,550,000 0 0 0 2,000,000Sewer Fund

Totals 0 450,000 1,550,000 0 0 0 2,000,000
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Plan Sewer Main Replacement Study 2018 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Glen Campi [2643]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Studies and AnalysesPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The 2002 Depreciation Study has estimated the remaining life of the 
existing sewer system infrastructure.  This work is to field verify the 
projects identified with useful life ending by 2017 and the near future, 
confirm the need and scope of work, and prioritize these projects.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project involves field evaluation of the remaining useful life of the 
City's sewer lines including but not limited to: 
McCarthy/Technology/Cypress and Barber/Bellew.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 105,000 0 0 0 0 105,000Design

0 10,000 0 0 0 0 10,000Surveying

Totals 0 115,000 0 0 0 0 115,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 115,000 0 0 0 0 115,000Sewer Fund

Totals 0 115,000 0 0 0 0 115,000
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Plan Sewer Master Plan 2021 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Studies and AnalysesPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the update of the City's Sewer Master Plan 
document to incorporate miscellaneous general plan amendments, 
Transit Area Specific Plan (TASP) needs, and to provide CEQA 
environmental clearance. The update will identify deficencies in the 
collection system and recommend corrective actions.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 370,000 0 370,000Design

0 0 0 0 80,000 0 80,000Administration

Totals 0 0 0 0 450,000 0 450,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 450,000 0 450,000Sewer Fund

Totals 0 0 0 0 450,000 0 450,000
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Plan Sewer Seismic Study 19-20 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355] / Glen Campi [2643]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Studies and AnalysesPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

A substantial portion of the valley floor is subject to soil liquefaction during 
earthquakes. Movement of pipelines will cause pipe joints to fail which can 
lead to blockages, sinkholes, and sewer overflows which are health 
concerns. Improvement recommendations will be programmed under 
separate capital improvement projects.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This study provides for the evaluation of the various soil conditions in 
Milpitas and existing sanitary sewer collection system.  
Recommendations may include new joint construction methods and 
retrofits at critical sites.  The study will recommend emergency response 
strategies for Public Works during and after a major earthquake. This is 
required to ensure protection and prevent detrimental impacts to the 
collection system during and emergency.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 100,000 0 0 100,000Design

Totals 0 0 0 100,000 0 0 100,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 100,000 0 0 100,000Sewer Fund

Totals 0 0 0 100,000 0 0 100,000
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Plan Sewer System Hydraulic Modeling 17-19 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Studies and AnalysesPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Modeling allows verification of existing and future pipe capacity and 
capacity reduction due to pipe settlements. Modeling analysis is 
reimbursed by developers when analysis is performed to determine new 
project impacts to sewer collection system.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for ongoing hydraulic modeling of the sanitary sewer 
system as needed for Public Works operations and capacity impacts from 
new development.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 100,000 50,000 50,000 0 0 200,000Design

Totals 0 100,000 50,000 50,000 0 0 200,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 100,000 50,000 50,000 0 0 200,000Sewer Fund

Totals 0 100,000 50,000 50,000 0 0 200,000
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Plan Sewer System Replacement 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Glen Campi [2643]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the replacement of the highest priority facilities, 
including upgrades to the Sewer Pump Stations, forcemain, and seismic 
retrofit work.  The replacement prioritization is based on several factors 
including age, type of pipe material, soil conditions and physical 
evaluation based on video camera observations.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Design

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Administration

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Surveying

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Inspection

0 0 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 2,000,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 2,000,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 2,000,000Sewer Fund

Totals 0 0 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 2,000,000
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STORM DRAIN IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS SUMMARY

PROJECT
PG.

NO. 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22
TOTAL

COST

PRIOR

YEARS

SUMMARY OF COSTS

3700 Storm Drain System Rehabilitation 1,035,000 65,000 45,000 45,000 45,000 45,0001,280,000151

New Jurgens Pump Station 0 0 0 0 0 10,000,00010,000,000152

Plan Channel and Lagoon Dredging 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,0001,500,000153

Plan Flap Gate Replacement 0 50,000 125,000 125,000 125,000 0425,000154

Plan Minor Storm Projects 2020 0 0 0 100,000 0 0100,000155

Plan Oak Creek Pump Station Upgrade 0 0 275,000 1,900,000 0 02,175,000156

Plan Penitencia Pump Station Replacement 0 0 0 0 5,000,000 05,000,000157

Plan Storm Drain Supervisory Control and Data Ac 0 0 750,000 4,250,000 0 05,000,000158

Plan Storm Drain System Rehab 17-19 0 1,400,000 1,100,000 0 0 02,500,000159

$1,035,000 $1,515,000 $2,295,000 $6,420,000 $5,170,000 $11,545,000

1,515,000

Defunding Subtotal

Funding Subtotal

TOTAL COST

SUMMARY OF AVAILABLE FINANCING

$27,980,000

NOTES

Storm Drain Fund 1,115,000 370,000 45,000 45,000 45,000

General Government CIP Fund 400,000 0 0 0 0

Unidentified Funding 0 1,925,000 6,375,000 5,125,000 11,500,000

$1,515,000 $2,295,000 $6,420,000 $5,170,000 $11,545,000TOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLETOTAL AVAILABLE

(a) "New" projects listed are new  to  CIP

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c)  " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"
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Storm Drain 
Fund

General 
Government 

CIP Fund

Unidentified 
Funding

(n/a)

2017-18
Storm Drain Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

3700151 Storm Drain System Rehabilitation 65,000 0 0

New152 Jurgens Pump Station 0 0 0

Plan153 Channel and Lagoon Dredging 0 0 0

Plan154 Flap Gate Replacement 50,000 0 0

Plan155 Minor Storm Projects 2020 0 0 0

Plan156 Oak Creek Pump Station Upgrade 0 0 0

Plan157 Penitencia Pump Station Replacement 0 0 0

Plan158 Storm Drain Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 0 0 0

Plan159 Storm Drain System Rehab 17-19 1,000,000 400,000 0

1,115,000 400,000 0

(0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 1,515,000

1,115,000 400,000 0

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other' are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Storm Drain 
Fund

General 
Government 

CIP Fund

Unidentified 
Funding

(n/a)

2018-19
Storm Drain Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

3700151 Storm Drain System Rehabilitation 45,000 0 0

New152 Jurgens Pump Station 0 0 0

Plan153 Channel and Lagoon Dredging 0 0 0

Plan154 Flap Gate Replacement 125,000 0 0

Plan155 Minor Storm Projects 2020 0 0 0

Plan156 Oak Creek Pump Station Upgrade 0 0 275,000

Plan157 Penitencia Pump Station Replacement 0 0 0

Plan158 Storm Drain Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 0 0 750,000

Plan159 Storm Drain System Rehab 17-19 200,000 0 900,000

370,000 0 1,925,000

(0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 2,295,000

370,000 0 1,925,000

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other' are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Storm Drain 
Fund

General 
Government 

CIP Fund

Unidentified 
Funding

(n/a)

2019-20
Storm Drain Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

3700151 Storm Drain System Rehabilitation 45,000 0 0

New152 Jurgens Pump Station 0 0 0

Plan153 Channel and Lagoon Dredging 0 0 0

Plan154 Flap Gate Replacement 0 0 125,000

Plan155 Minor Storm Projects 2020 0 0 100,000

Plan156 Oak Creek Pump Station Upgrade 0 0 1,900,000

Plan157 Penitencia Pump Station Replacement 0 0 0

Plan158 Storm Drain Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 0 0 4,250,000

Plan159 Storm Drain System Rehab 17-19 0 0 0

45,000 0 6,375,000

(0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 6,420,000

45,000 0 6,375,000

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other' are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Storm Drain 
Fund

General 
Government 

CIP Fund

Unidentified 
Funding

(n/a)

2020-21
Storm Drain Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

3700151 Storm Drain System Rehabilitation 45,000 0 0

New152 Jurgens Pump Station 0 0 0

Plan153 Channel and Lagoon Dredging 0 0 0

Plan154 Flap Gate Replacement 0 0 125,000

Plan155 Minor Storm Projects 2020 0 0 0

Plan156 Oak Creek Pump Station Upgrade 0 0 0

Plan157 Penitencia Pump Station Replacement 0 0 5,000,000

Plan158 Storm Drain Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 0 0 0

Plan159 Storm Drain System Rehab 17-19 0 0 0

45,000 0 5,125,000

(0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 5,170,000

45,000 0 5,125,000

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other' are identified on detailed project sheets.
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Storm Drain 
Fund

General 
Government 

CIP Fund

Unidentified 
Funding

(n/a)

2021-22
Storm Drain Improvement

 PROJECTPG

SUMMARY OF PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES

(n/a)

3700151 Storm Drain System Rehabilitation 45,000 0 0

New152 Jurgens Pump Station 0 0 10,000,000

Plan153 Channel and Lagoon Dredging 0 0 1,500,000

Plan154 Flap Gate Replacement 0 0 0

Plan155 Minor Storm Projects 2020 0 0 0

Plan156 Oak Creek Pump Station Upgrade 0 0 0

Plan157 Penitencia Pump Station Replacement 0 0 0

Plan158 Storm Drain Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 0 0 0

Plan159 Storm Drain System Rehab 17-19 0 0 0

45,000 0 11,500,000

(0) (0) (0)Total Defunding by Funding Source

Total Funding by Funding Source

Subtotal by Funding Source

Subtotal by Year 11,545,000

45,000 0 11,500,000

NOTES

(a) "New" projects listed in Bold Italics are new to CIP.

(b) "Plan" are projects approved in prior CIP years

(c) " * " are projects identified as a "Health and Safety Priority"

(d) "Other' are identified on detailed project sheets.
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3700 Storm Drain System Rehabilitation 1

CONTACT: Julie Waldron [3314]

$292,298

Category Project Estimate Level

Storm Drain Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

Prior work included storm drain system repairs at various locations and 
wetland riparian mitigation and maintenance work at Wrigley-Ford and 
Ford Creeks.  The remaining work is required by Regional Water Quality 
Control Board and Army Corps of Engineer permits to inspect, repair, 
maintain, and submit monitoring and inspection reports on the Creek 
repair locations until February 2023.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

200,000 0 0 0 0 0 200,000Design

60,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 85,000Administration

85,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 110,000Inspection

690,000 55,000 35,000 35,000 35,000 35,000 885,000Improvements

Totals 1,035,000 65,000 45,000 45,000 45,000 45,000 1,280,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

1,035,000 65,000 45,000 45,000 45,000 45,000 1,280,000Storm Drain Fund

Totals 1,035,000 65,000 45,000 45,000 45,000 45,000 1,280,000
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New Jurgens Pump Station 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Glen Campi [2643]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Storm Drain Improvement

Major Service Equipment ReplacementPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

A recent staff evaluation found the equipment in good condition, allowing 
the replacement to be reprioritized and funding to occur in the out years.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project involves replacement of pump station, pumps, engines, and 
related controls that have reached the end of their service life and 
conversion from diesel engines to electric motors. Work also would 
include elevating the new pump station to be above the FEMA Special 
Flood Hazard Area water surface elevation.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 500,000 500,000Design

0 0 0 0 0 100,000 100,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 100,000 100,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 9,300,000 9,300,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 10,000,000 10,000,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 10,000,000 10,000,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 10,000,000 10,000,000
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Plan Channel and Lagoon Dredging 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Storm Drain Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Estimates are conceptual.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project removes debris and deposited soil from channel and lagoon 
bottoms to improve flow.  One channel is parallel to I-880 and runs 
approximately 4,800 linear feet (from Redwood Avenue to California 
Circle).  The other channel is Wrigley-Ford Creek. The lagoons include 
Hidden Lake, Hall and California Circle.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 100,000 100,000Design

0 0 0 0 0 80,000 80,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 70,000 70,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 1,250,000 1,250,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000 1,500,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000 1,500,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000 1,500,000
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Plan Flap Gate Replacement 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Glen Campi [2643]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Storm Drain Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Estimates are conceptual. An assessment will be completed in 
FY2017-18.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides assessment and replaces and/or installs check 
valve assemblies at creek outfalls. The work also includes replacing 
deteriorated outfall piping.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 45,000 45,000 45,000 0 135,000Design

0 50,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 0 80,000Administration

0 0 70,000 70,000 70,000 0 210,000Improvements

Totals 0 50,000 125,000 125,000 125,000 0 425,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 50,000 125,000 0 0 0 175,000Storm Drain Fund

0 0 0 125,000 125,000 0 250,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 50,000 125,000 125,000 125,000 0 425,000
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Plan Minor Storm Projects 2020 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Storm Drain Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the ongoing analysis and implementation of 
various minor modifications and improvements to existing storm drain 
systems.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 40,000 0 0 40,000Design

0 0 0 10,000 0 0 10,000Administration

0 0 0 50,000 0 0 50,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 100,000 0 0 100,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 100,000 0 0 100,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 100,000 0 0 100,000
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Plan Oak Creek Pump Station Upgrade 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Storm Drain Improvement

Major Service Equipment ReplacementPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

This project is described in the 2013 Storm Drain Master Plan.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the replacement of the diesel engines with 
electric motors.  The work also includes wet well modifications and new 
control panels, as well as other minor items.  The pump is located near 
Sycamore Drive and McCarthy Boulevard and provides drainage for the 
Oak Creek Industrial Park Area.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 200,000 0 0 0 200,000Design

0 0 75,000 75,000 0 0 150,000Administration

0 0 0 75,000 0 0 75,000Inspection

0 0 0 1,750,000 0 0 1,750,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 275,000 1,900,000 0 0 2,175,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 275,000 1,900,000 0 0 2,175,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 275,000 1,900,000 0 0 2,175,000
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Plan Penitencia Pump Station Replacement 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Storm Drain Improvement

Major Service Equipment ReplacementPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

This is the City's oldest storm pump station built in 1955 and is located in 
Hall Park.  The Bay Area Air Quality Management District BAAQMD will 
no longer permit the diesel engines to be replaced in-kind; they will have 
to be replaced with electric motors and a backup generator. Conceptual 
estimated replacement cost is $5M. The 40-year Fiat diesel engines, 
pumps, impellers, and drives were replaced in January 2016.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the reconstruction of the entire pump station and 
wet well, and will replace the three diesel engines with electric engines to 
comply with Bay Area Air Quality Management District BAAQMD 
requirements.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 50,000 0 50,000Design

0 0 0 0 50,000 0 50,000Administration

0 0 0 0 4,900,000 0 4,900,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 5,000,000 0 5,000,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 5,000,000 0 5,000,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 0 0 5,000,000 0 5,000,000

157Printed 4/11/17  -  02:59 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Plan Storm Drain Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Glen Campi [2643]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Storm Drain Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The design funding was advanced to coordinate with the overall utility 
SCADA implementation with the water and sewer programs.  The 
additional funding is necessary for design and construction.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

A Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition System (SCADA) provides 
real-time data, such as wet well level and pump operational status to 
utility systems operators.  Currently operators rely on unsophisticated 
alarms and must drive to sites to evaluate the problem and implement 
corrective action, such as starting a back-up pump or generator, when the 
main pumps fail.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 650,000 0 0 0 650,000Design

0 0 100,000 100,000 0 0 200,000Administration

0 0 0 4,150,000 0 0 4,150,000Improvements

Totals 0 0 750,000 4,250,000 0 0 5,000,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 750,000 4,250,000 0 0 5,000,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 0 750,000 4,250,000 0 0 5,000,000
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Plan Storm Drain System Rehab 17-19 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Storm Drain Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

Some of the previously identified improvements have been completed 
under the storm pump station evaluation report.

FINANCE  NOTES

 DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design, construction, and repair of storm 
drain systems at various locations due to insufficient capacity and aging 
infrastructure.  Work scope includes pump station rehabilitation work to 
electrical and mechanical systems. Additional projects and work scope 
will be programmed based on the new Storm Drain Master Plan and 
urban runoff program requirements.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 50,000 50,000 0 0 0 100,000Design

0 25,000 25,000 0 0 0 50,000Administration

0 25,000 25,000 0 0 0 50,000Inspection

0 1,300,000 1,000,000 0 0 0 2,300,000Improvements

Totals 0 1,400,000 1,100,000 0 0 0 2,500,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 1,000,000 200,000 0 0 0 1,200,000Storm Drain Fund

0 400,000 0 0 0 0 400,000General Government CIP Fund

0 0 900,000 0 0 0 900,000Unidentified Funding

Totals 0 1,400,000 1,100,000 0 0 0 2,500,000
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Previously Funded Projects

Page Proj # Project Name
Uncommitted

Balance Total Cost

2/17/2017

As Of

163 2001 Light Rail Median Landscaping 3,939,581 6,005,000

164 2004 S. Milpitas Boulevard Extension 0 17,000,000

165 2005 Lower Penitencia Creek Pedestrian Bridge 665,615 750,000

166 2006 Transit Area Specific Plan Update 375,000 375,000

167 2007 Berryessa Creek Trail, Reach 4, 5, 6A 300,000 300,000

168 3401 Solid Waste Master Plan 203,669 766,800

169 3407 Midtown Parking Garage  * 110,370 263,804

170 3408 MSC Facility Improvements 334,744 1,900,000

171 3411 Sinclair LMD Improvements 50,735 73,000

172 3412 Street Resurfacing Project 2014 60,212 2,379,288

173 3417 Recycled Water On-site Conversions 391,236 800,000

174 3418 City Std. Details, Guidelines, & Specs. 100,000 100,000

175 3419 Public Safety Communications Equipment  * 113,159 270,000

176 3420 Public Safety Equipment  * 3,679 196,785

177 3421 Replacement Fire Station Alert System  * 219,536 220,000

178 3423 Police Records Management System  * 166,615 700,000

179 3428 Shuttle Study 60,000 60,000

180 3429 Feasibility & Location for Performing Arts Theater 20,000 20,000

181 3709 Dempsey Road Storm Drain Replacement 2,528,371 2,830,000

182 3710 Penitencia Pump Station Improvements 69,338 100,000

183 3711 BART Project - Storm Improvements 250,000 250,000

184 3712 Minor Storm Drain Projects 2016 100,000 100,000

185 3713 Trash Removal Devices 350,000 350,000

186 4179 Montague Expwy Widening at Great Mall Pkwy 708,723 7,347,450

187 4257 Signal Mitigation @ McCarthy & Irvine Entrance 93,500 93,500

188 4258 Calaveras Blvd Widening Project 173,319 173,969

189 4264 S. Abel Street Resurfacing 244 111,745

190 4265 Bart Extension Coordination and Planning 432,411 2,205,956

191 4269 Traffic Management Enhancements 2013 60,000 60,000

192 4270 2014 Road Rehabilitation 37,953 2,117,920

193 4271 Bridge Improvements 130,493 1,100,000

194 4272 Minor Traffic Improvements 2014 77,285 100,000

195 4273 Street Landscape Irrigation Repair 2014 268,677 300,000

196 4274 I 880 Interchange R/W Closeout 224,653 727,181

197 4276 Electrical Vehicle Charging Stations 283,750 340,200

198 4280 Street Resurfacing Project 2016 313,567 2,650,000

199 4282 Disadvantaged Community ADA Ramps 22,480 100,000

200 4284 Street Resurfacing Project 2017 4,186,714 4,600,000

201 4285 Calaveras Road Repair 0 1,200,000

202 5097 Higuera Adobe Park Renovation 2,218,981 2,600,000

203 5101 International Park 444,100 500,000

204 5103 MSC Pool Rehabilitation  * 28,425 1,500,000

205 5104 Sports Center Sports Fields 269,058 4,585,000
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Page Proj # Project Name
Uncommitted

Balance Total Cost

2/17/2017

As Of

206 5106 Weller House Acquisition 25,000 25,000

207 6106 Sewer Replacement Study 42,909 80,000

208 6110 Sewer System Hydraulic Modeling 185,113 250,000

209 6115 Sewer System Replacement 11-12 1,240,159 1,750,000

210 6116 Sewer System Replacement 12-13 2,273,477 2,550,000

211 6117 TASP Sewer Line Replacement 760,919 2,500,000

212 6121 BART Project - Sewer Improvements 120,000 350,000

213 6122 Minor Sewer Projects 2016 47,800 50,000

214 7070 Pressure Reducing Valve Replacement 18,081 320,000

215 7108 Water System Hydraulic Modeling 95,530 200,000

216 7112 Reservoir Cleaning 150,000 150,000

217 7114 Water Meter Replacement 100 75,000

218 7115 Cathodic Protection Improvements 170,927 850,000

219 7117 Abel Street Pipeline Extension  * 383,965 440,000

220 7118 Dempsey Road Water Line Replacement 3,004,230 4,607,772

221 7123 Minor Water Projects 2015 38,651 105,000

222 7125 BART Project - Water Improvements 1,164,643 2,200,000

223 7130 Water Valve Replacement 0 0

224 7131 Daniel Court Water Main & Service Replacement 1,500,000

30,107,697 86,225,370Totals
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2001 Light Rail Median Landscaping 1

CONTACT: Julie Waldron [3314]

$3,939,581

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Mandatory or Committed ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

All landscaping will be irrigated with recycled water.   This work is included 
in the cooperative agreement with the Santa Clara Valley Transportation 
Authority.

FINANCE  NOTES

Grant is from VTA ($1,809,000) local funding.  Previously this was STIP grant funding earmarked for 237/I-880 interchange landscaping.
City Council 11/15/11 - Budget appropriation of $5000 from Street Fund

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project involves the design and construction of median landscape 
improvements on Great Mall Parkway from I-880 to the southern City limits 
at Capitol Expressway. There are eight separate median islands under the 
LRT viaduct structure which will be landscaped.  The scope also includes 
construction of a recycled water main line for this project and future Transit 
Area Specific Plan development project.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

150,000 0 0 0 0 0 150,000Design

100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000Administration

75,000 0 0 0 0 0 75,000Inspection

5,680,000 0 0 0 0 0 5,680,000Improvements

Totals 6,005,000 0 0 0 0 0 6,005,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

5,000 0 0 0 0 0 5,000Street Fund

2,550,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,550,000TASP Impact Fees

1,300,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,300,000Recycled Water Fund

1,809,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,809,000Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

341,000 0 0 0 0 0 341,000RDA Fund

Totals 6,005,000 0 0 0 0 0 6,005,000
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2004 S. Milpitas Boulevard Extension 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Enhance Economic DevelopmentPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

$5.1M has been paid to date. The City is awaiting further collection of 
development impact fees.

FINANCE  NOTES

 The TASP funds are driven by future development, and projects are paid on a priority and timing based on when funds become available.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the acquisition of land, design, construction, and 
administration for extension of S. Milpitas Boulevard including utilities from 
Montague Expressway to the edge of BART Station frontage.  The City 
entered in to an agreement on August 3, 2010 with the Valley 
Transportation Agency (VTA) to construct the project for the City in 
conjunction with the BART project.  The BART project will also be 
responsible for the construction of the remaining portion of the road from 
the BART Station to Capital Avenue.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

17,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 17,000,000Other

Totals 17,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 17,000,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

17,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 17,000,000TASP Impact Fees

Totals 17,000,000 0 0 0 0 0 17,000,000
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2005 Lower Penitencia Creek Pedestrian Bridge 1

CONTACT: Judy Chu  [3325]

$665,615

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The project is required to be coordinated with the Santa Clara Valley Water 
District as the bridge would be installed within the Districts right-of-way. 
Budget increased due to estimated construction cost for the new bridge.

FINANCE  NOTES

Developer Fees: $250,000 - Harmony, $250,000 - Taylor Morrison
City Council 3/17/15 project created.
Developer Fees: $250K D.R. Horton/CentrePoint, Houret $80,282
$150K in TASP funding defunded in FY16-17 will be replaced with Developer Fees

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of a new pedestrian 
bridge over Lower Penitencia Creek adjacent to the Centre Pointe "C" 
Development and will provide connection to the City's McCandless Park 
site. The new bridge will connect the two levee trails on either side of Lower 
Penitencia Creek.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000Design

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Administration

25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000Inspection

650,000 0 0 0 0 0 650,000Improvements

Totals 750,000 0 0 0 0 0 750,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

750,000 0 0 0 0 0 750,000Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

Totals 750,000 0 0 0 0 0 750,000
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2006 Transit Area Specific Plan Update 1

CONTACT: Bradley Misner [3273]

$375,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Studies and AnalysesPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

Staff has identified a number of administrative and conflicting development 
regulations that create confusion in the processing of the plans.  Resolving 
these issues will improve the City's review process.  Importantly, the plan 
anticipates office and commercial development at a scale that has not been 
forthcoming, therefore staff recommends a re-evaluation of the land use 
designations to better achieve these expectations, or to develop new goals 
and expectations.

FINANCE  NOTES

Costs are planning consultant estimated at $250,000 for one year's work and $100,000 for CEQA.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

The Transit Area Specific Plan was approved in 2008.  There have been a 
number of minor amendments to the Plan focused on individual properties, 
but no comprehensive evaluation of the plan and the effectiveness of its 
implementation.  Approximately 50% of the housing planned for the area 
has been permitted or constructed.  Approximately 25% of the retail and 
none of the office has been developed.  A review of processes and rules for 
development, as well as remaining land uses should be undertaken.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000Administration

350,000 0 0 0 0 0 350,000Other

Totals 375,000 0 0 0 0 0 375,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

375,000 0 0 0 0 0 375,000TASP Impact Fees

Totals 375,000 0 0 0 0 0 375,000
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2007 Berryessa Creek Trail, Reach 4, 5, 6A 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301]

$300,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The SCVWD and the Army Corp started construction of the creek 
improvements late 2016 starting upstream near Montague Expressway. 
Completion of the entire project is estimated in 2018. Trail improvements 
will be coordinated with the construction of the creek and levee 
improvements. The City will provide reimbursement to the SCVWD for 
trail/walking path amenities.

FINANCE  NOTES

Prior funding of $7.45M in FY19-20 eliminated with SCVWD/Army Corp proceeding with construction of the levee improvements. City's 
share of the trail improvements is estimated to be $300K.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of Reach 4, 5 and 6A 
of the Berryessa Creek Trail from Calaveras Blvd to San Jose City limits 
South of Montague Expressway.  This project is identified and described 
further in the "Berryessa Creek Trail and Coyote Creek Trail Feasibility 
Report". The scope of work  includes trail and accessibility improvements, 
intersection modifications and trail amenities.  The project will be 
coordinated with the US Army Corp of Engineers/SCVWD creek flood 
improvements project. It is also identified in the VTP 2040 Plan, as it 
provides a direct pedestrian/bicycle connection from the Town Center to the 
future BART station.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Design

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Surveying

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Land

200,000 0 0 0 0 0 200,000Improvements

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Equipment

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Other

Totals 300,000 0 0 0 0 0 300,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

150,000 0 0 0 0 0 150,000Park Fund

150,000 0 0 0 0 0 150,000TASP Impact Fees

Totals 300,000 0 0 0 0 0 300,000
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3401 Solid Waste Master Plan 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$203,669

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Studies and AnalysesPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The City has two existing contracts regarding solid waste disposal.  One is 
for collection and hauling to the Newby Island Landfill and Recyclery for 
disposal.  The second is to reserve capacity at the Newby Island Landfill 
and Recyclery for Milpitas-generated waste.

FINANCE  NOTES

Midyear appropriation $106,800 on 11/17/15.
City Council approved budget appropriation of $200,000 on 3/1/16.
10/4/16 $200,000 added from Solid Waste Fund

DESCRIPTION

This Master Plan will review the impacts of the City’s short and long term 
planned growth and associated solid waste disposal needs.  Since the 
current solid waste contracts expire in 2017, the plan will also review and 
develop strategies for economical solid waste disposal beyond 2017.  
Particularly, since Newby Island Landfill off Dixon Landing Road, is 
scheduled for closure by 2023.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

766,800 0 0 0 0 0 766,800Administration

Totals 766,800 0 0 0 0 0 766,800

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

766,800 0 0 0 0 0 766,800Solid Waste Services Fund

Totals 766,800 0 0 0 0 0 766,800
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3407 Midtown Parking Garage  * 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301]

$110,370

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Health and Safety ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

Work to electrify/motorize the manual crank fire doors and provide electrical 
panel and circuits for a future electric vehicle charging station were 
completed in 2017.

FINANCE  NOTES

Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 2017.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

The new Midtown East Parking Garage was opened in 2009 and was 
constructed as a four story structure serving the Library and the Midtown 
area.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

40,000 0 0 0 0 0 40,000Design

40,000 0 0 0 0 0 40,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Surveying

20,000 0 0 0 0 0 20,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Land

163,804 0 0 0 0 0 163,804Improvements

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Equipment

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Other

Totals 263,804 0 0 0 0 0 263,804

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

263,804 0 0 0 0 0 263,804Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT)

Totals 263,804 0 0 0 0 0 263,804

169Printed 4/11/17  -  02:59 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

3408 MSC Facility Improvements 1

CONTACT: Renee Lorentzen / James Levers [2648]

$334,744

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

FINANCE  NOTES

City Council - 3/4/14 Midyear Budget Appropriation $800,000 from General Government CIP Fund
Pool resurfacing was completed in 2016.
Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 2017.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for various ongoing improvements to the Milpitas 
Sports Center facility.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

165,000 0 0 0 0 0 165,000Design

90,000 0 0 0 0 0 90,000Administration

55,000 0 0 0 0 0 55,000Inspection

1,590,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,590,000Improvements

Totals 1,900,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,900,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

1,300,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,300,000General Government CIP Fund

300,000 0 0 0 0 0 300,000Midtown Park Fund

300,000 0 0 0 0 0 300,000Park Fund

Totals 1,900,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,900,000

170Printed 4/11/17  -  02:59 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

3411 Sinclair LMD Improvements 1

CONTACT: Judy Chu  [3325] / Nina Hawk [2603]

$50,735

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for design and construction of landscape and irrigation 
system renovation of 98-1 Lighting and Maintenance District, surrounding 
the Sinclair Horizon Development.  This project will also include lighting and 
other related improvements. Uncommitted balance from FY15-16 to be 
applied toward a needs evaluation of the landscape and lighting 
improvements for the district.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

10,000 0 0 0 0 0 10,000Design

12,000 0 0 0 0 0 12,000Administration

6,000 0 0 0 0 0 6,000Inspection

45,000 0 0 0 0 0 45,000Improvements

Totals 73,000 0 0 0 0 0 73,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

73,000 0 0 0 0 0 73,000LLMD

Totals 73,000 0 0 0 0 0 73,000
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3412 Street Resurfacing Project 2014 1

CONTACT: Jimmy Nguyen [3318]

$60,212

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

There are over 123 centerline miles of streets that are owned and 
maintained by the City of Milpitas.   An annual funding of $4.5 million is 
required to maintain the city wide pavement condition index.  The project 
includes installation of ADA ramps along roads that are reconstructed or 
receive an AC overlay.

FINANCE  NOTES

Grant:  $34,238 from the Transportation Development Act (TDA) FY 11-12.
Grant:  $45,050 from the Transportation Development Act (TDA) FY 12-13.
Project defunded in FY16-17 to free funding for other projects.

Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 2017.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for a variety of pavement resurfacing treatments, from 
slurry seal to major rehabilitation and reconstruction.  Streets are selected 
for improvements based on the City's Pavement Management System.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

75,000 0 0 0 0 0 75,000Design

40,000 0 0 0 0 0 40,000Administration

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Inspection

2,214,288 0 0 0 0 0 2,214,288Improvements

Totals 2,379,288 0 0 0 0 0 2,379,288

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

600,000 0 0 0 0 0 600,000Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT)

79,288 0 0 0 0 0 79,288Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

1,100,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,100,000Gas Tax Fund

300,000 0 0 0 0 0 300,000General Government CIP Fund

300,000 0 0 0 0 0 300,000Vehicle Registration Fee

Totals 2,379,288 0 0 0 0 0 2,379,288
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3417 Recycled Water On-site Conversions 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$391,236

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

Candidates for recycled water conversions include Escuela Parkway 
Medians, Hetch-Hetchy rights-of-way, Augustine Park, Community 
Gardens, and the civic center grounds including City Hall, Community 
Center, and the Senior Center.

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the conversion of existing city building, park, and 
street landscape facilities that are served by potable water to recycled water 
to reduce potable water consumption due to the drought emergency.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000Administration

100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000Inspection

600,000 0 0 0 0 0 600,000Improvements

Totals 800,000 0 0 0 0 0 800,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

300,000 0 0 0 0 0 300,000Park Fund

500,000 0 0 0 0 0 500,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 800,000 0 0 0 0 0 800,000
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3418 City Std. Details, Guidelines, & Specs. 1

CONTACT: Judy Chu  [3325]

$100,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Studies and AnalysesPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the update of the City’s Engineering Standard 
Details, Guidelines, and Specifications document. This document provides 
the minimum requirements for new public infrastructure constructed within 
the city. The Engineering Guidelines describe requirements and 
improvements for new developments constructed within the city.  Many of 
the existing standard details, materials specifications, and guideline 
requirements are over a decade old and refer to products that are no longer 
available and the documents require update.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

70,000 0 0 0 0 0 70,000Design

10,000 0 0 0 0 0 10,000Administration

20,000 0 0 0 0 0 20,000Inspection

Totals 100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000
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3419 Public Safety Communications Equipment  * 1

CONTACT: Mike Luu [2706]

$113,159

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Health and Safety ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The current VHF radio mobile and portable radios are 16 years old and are 
failing. The total estimated cost for the replacement equipment is $270,000.

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project will fund the replacement of mobile and portable radios in fire 
vehicles, and for the deployment of radio systems in a requested command 
vehicle. The VHF radios are used for emergency operations with mutual aid 
partners in major incidents, and are a key piece of integration for significant 
incidents, hillside fire response, and medical helicopter response and 
landing.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

270,000 0 0 0 0 0 270,000Equipment

Totals 270,000 0 0 0 0 0 270,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

270,000 0 0 0 0 0 270,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 270,000 0 0 0 0 0 270,000
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3420 Public Safety Equipment  * 1

CONTACT: Armando Corpuz [2534]

$3,679

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Health and Safety ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The current MCT’s are up to seven years old and are in need of 
replacement. The Police Department will use State Citizen Option for Public 
Safety (COPS) grants to support the funding of this project.

FINANCE  NOTES

Staff will seek $40,000 in funding from the 2015 State COPS Grant
Staff will seek $50,000 in funding from the 2016 State COPS Grant
8/16/16 Added $6,785 Grant Revenue added

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project will fund replacement Mobile Computer Terminals (MCT’s) in 
police vehicles. Police Officers use the MCT’s to receive critical information 
from the PD Communications Center. The MCT’s use mapping features to 
reduce response time and to coordinate resources during critical incidents, 
to retrieve investigatory data from several databases, and to access the 
report writing database to complete place reports.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

196,785 0 0 0 0 0 196,785Equipment

Totals 196,785 0 0 0 0 0 196,785

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000General Government CIP Fund

96,785 0 0 0 0 0 96,785Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

Totals 196,785 0 0 0 0 0 196,785
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3421 Replacement Fire Station Alert System  * 1

CONTACT: Rick Frawley

$219,536

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Health and Safety ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The current communications equipment vendor (TEA) has an estimated 
cost of $50,000 per fire station with an additional $20,000 for dispatch 
interface. Total cost of $220,000.

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

The current Fire Department emergency dispatch alert system is 17 years 
old with an expected life span of 20 years. The manufacturer of the 
Departments current system (Zetron) will no longer support the system. 
This project provides for installation of new dispatch systems at all four fire 
stations including coordination and interface with the city's 911 dispatch 
center.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

220,000 0 0 0 0 0 220,000Equipment

Totals 220,000 0 0 0 0 0 220,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

220,000 0 0 0 0 0 220,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 220,000 0 0 0 0 0 220,000
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3423 Police Records Management System  * 1

CONTACT: Armando Corpuz [2534]

$166,615

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Health and Safety ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The proposed funding is to upgrade or replace the existing software and 
hardware.  The vendor (Tiburon) for the City's current existing RMS will not 
support the current version after 2017.  The RMS system will need to be 
upgraded or replaced.

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides upgrades to the Police Department's Records 
Management System (RMS).  It is imperative that the Police Department 
maintain a reliable RMS to input and store data to respond to public 
requests, respond to public information requests, the processing of data for 
criminal cases and to meet the California Government Code requirements 
of preserving information.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

700,000 0 0 0 0 0 700,000Equipment

Totals 700,000 0 0 0 0 0 700,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

700,000 0 0 0 0 0 700,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 700,000 0 0 0 0 0 700,000
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3428 Shuttle Study 1

CONTACT: Edesa Bitbadal

$60,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Studies and AnalysesPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project funds a study to provide a citywide shuttle system. The study 
will explore the most effective routes, locations, times, types of 
partnerships, system costs, implementation schedule, budget, and funding 
opportunities.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

60,000 0 0 0 0 0 60,000Administration

Totals 60,000 0 0 0 0 0 60,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

60,000 0 0 0 0 0 60,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 60,000 0 0 0 0 0 60,000
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3429 Feasibility & Location for Performing Arts Theater 1

CONTACT: Renee Lorentzen [3409]

$20,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Community Improvement

Studies and AnalysesPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The original feasibility study is now ten years old. Staff will update the study 
and evaluate the reuse and renovation of existing building structures to 
house the facility and would update anticipated construction and operating 
costs.

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

A Cultural Arts Center Feasibility Study was completed in 1998 to determine 
the feasibility of developing a new Cultural Arts Center in the City. This 
initial study defined user needs, assessed the market potential for a cultural 
arts facility, and it identified the parameters of a financially feasible 
operation. The findings of the study included there was a need for a cultural 
arts facility within the City, the cost to build a new 500-seat facility was 
estimated at approximately $17M excluding land costs and building soft 
costs.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

20,000 0 0 0 0 0 20,000Administration

Totals 20,000 0 0 0 0 0 20,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

20,000 0 0 0 0 0 20,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 20,000 0 0 0 0 0 20,000
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3709 Dempsey Road Storm Drain Replacement 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Julie Waldron [3314]

$2,528,371

Category Project Estimate Level

Storm Drain Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

This work is identified as high priority projects #6 and #7 on Table 8-1 in the 
2013 Storm Drain Master Plan.  Segments one and two need to be 
constructed simultaneously with the Dempsey water line replacement 
project.  This work may require an environmental study. Cost estimates are 
at the conceptual stage and additional funding will be required for 
construction.

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

The work includes replacement of three segments of storm drainage piping 
around the Dempsey Road area and installation of two outfalls into Los 
Coches at Dempsey.  Segment one is a 36 inch diameter pipe located on 
Dempsey Road between South Park Victoria and Los Coches Creek, 
approximately 1,100 linear feet.   Segment two is a 48 inch diameter pipe 
located on Dempsey Road between Edsel Drive and Los Coches Creek, 
approximately 1,400 linear feet.  Segment three is a 36 inch diameter pipe 
located on Edsel Drive between South Park Victoria and Dempsey Road, 
approximately 730 linear feet.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

300,000 0 0 0 0 0 300,000Design

150,000 0 0 0 0 0 150,000Administration

100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000Inspection

2,280,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,280,000Improvements

Totals 2,830,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,830,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

800,000 0 0 0 0 0 800,000Storm Drain Fund

2,030,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,030,000General Government CIP Fund

Totals 2,830,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,830,000
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3710 Penitencia Pump Station Improvements 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301]

$69,338

Category Project Estimate Level

Storm Drain Improvement

Major Service Equipment ReplacementPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

This is the City's oldest storm pump station built in 1955. A future project 
will reconstruct the entire pump station and wet well and will replace the 
three diesel engines with electric engines to comply with Bay Area Air 
Quality Management District BAAQMD requirements.

FINANCE  NOTES

The project was defunded in FY16-17 to free funding for other needs.
Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 2017.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project rebuilt the three 40-year old Fiat engines, drives, and pumps, 
including the smaller jockey pump, thereby extending the life of Penitencia 
Storm Pump Station (located at Hall Park).  Work was completed in January 
2016 and the work is within the warranty period.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Design

25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Improvements

75,000 0 0 0 0 0 75,000Equipment

Totals 100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000General Government CIP Fund

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Storm Drain Fund

Totals 100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000
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3711 BART Project - Storm Improvements

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$250,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Storm Drain Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

VTA's contractor has completed the construction work associated with this 
project and will submit invoices to the City for payment. It is anticipated this 
project will be closed by June 30, 2018.

FINANCE  NOTES

DESCRIPTION

The BART project will cause the relocation of existing storm drain utilities 
along the BART corridor at its own expense.  The City has identified 
additional storm drain improvements which should be completed as part of 
the BART utility relocation effort, at the City's cost.  These include rerouting 
storm drain lines on Capitol Avenue, to eliminate localized annual flooding 
and other enhancements.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

250,000 0 0 0 0 0 250,000Improvements

Totals 250,000 0 0 0 0 0 250,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

250,000 0 0 0 0 0 250,000Storm Drain Fund

Totals 250,000 0 0 0 0 0 250,000
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3712 Minor Storm Drain Projects 2016 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603]

$100,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Storm Drain Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project involves the ongoing analysis and implementation of various 
minor modifications and improvements to the existing storm drain systems.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

40,000 0 0 0 0 0 40,000Design

10,000 0 0 0 0 0 10,000Administration

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Improvements

Totals 100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000Storm Drain Fund

Totals 100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000
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3713 Trash Removal Devices 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$350,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Storm Drain Improvement

Mandatory or Committed ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The State Regional Water Quality Control Board included trash removal 
requirements from storm water collection systems in the Municipal Regional 
Permit (MRP) issued to Bay Area cities, including Milpitas. This is one of 
the ways that implementation requirements with the MRP can be obtained. 
This is State permit mandated.

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project evaluates locations for trash removal devices within the City's 
storm water collection system.  Proposed work includes design and 
installation of two devices.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000Design

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Administration

20,000 0 0 0 0 0 20,000Surveying

30,000 0 0 0 0 0 30,000Inspection

150,000 0 0 0 0 0 150,000Improvements

Totals 350,000 0 0 0 0 0 350,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

350,000 0 0 0 0 0 350,000Storm Drain Fund

Totals 350,000 0 0 0 0 0 350,000
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4179 Montague Expwy Widening at Great Mall Pkwy 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Steve Chan [3324]

$708,723

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Mandatory or Committed ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

A portion of this project, Phase I, is required as a result of the Cisco 
Systems development. Phase I is the improvement of the Great Mall 
Parkway/Capitol intersection from Center Point Drive to the UPRR rails, and 
is funded 50% by Cisco Systems. Phase I was constructed by VTA in 
conjunction with their LRT project.  The remaining portion of the project, 
phase II, will "close the gaps" that exist between Phase I and Project 4180 
which widened the south side of the expressway from west of Gladding Ct. 
to I-680.

FINANCE  NOTES

Developer Contributions: Cisco - $1,125,000+$62,111 (FY05 Year End Adjustment) + City of San Jose (3Com): $1,568,000 = $2,755,111
Prior Year Other Sources (Traffic Impact Fees):  $585,000+$58,596+$329,713 =$973,309.
City Council - Midyear appropriation $288,530 from Traffic Impact Fee Prior Year

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides a fourth through lane in each direction on Montague 
Expressway at Great Mall Parkway.  It also includes adding one westbound 
lane on Montague Expressway from Hwy 680 to UPRR rails, however, these 
limits may be revised due to right of way availability.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

560,500 0 0 0 0 0 560,500Design

145,000 0 0 0 0 0 145,000Administration

30,000 0 0 0 0 0 30,000Surveying

270,000 0 0 0 0 0 270,000Inspection

1,020,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,020,000Land

5,321,950 0 0 0 0 0 5,321,950Improvements

Totals 7,347,450 0 0 0 0 0 7,347,450

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

3,300,000 0 0 0 0 0 3,300,000RDA Fund

30,500 0 0 0 0 0 30,500Street Fund

2,755,111 0 0 0 0 0 2,755,111Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

1,261,839 0 0 0 0 0 1,261,839Traffic Impact Fees

Totals 7,347,450 0 0 0 0 0 7,347,450

186Printed 4/11/17  -  02:59 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

4257 Signal Mitigation @ McCarthy & Irvine Entrance 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$93,500

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The State traffic signal warrant criteria is used to determine the warrants for 
signalization of this intersection.

FINANCE  NOTES

City Council 2/1/11 - Midyear Budget Appropriation $93,500 from TIF
Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 2017.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of a new traffic signal 
on McCarthy Blvd. at the Irvine Driveway.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Administration

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Inspection

93,500 0 0 0 0 0 93,500Improvements

Totals 93,500 0 0 0 0 0 93,500

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

93,500 0 0 0 0 0 93,500Traffic Impact Fees

Totals 93,500 0 0 0 0 0 93,500
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4258 Calaveras Blvd Widening Project 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$173,319

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

Calaveras Boulevard is a State Route and the City would be the local 
sponsor of this project.  The City would provide a local funding match 
generated through Traffic Impact Fees.  The total cost is estimate at $75 
Million.

FINANCE  NOTES

City Council 2/1/11 - Midyear Budget Appropriation $173,092 from TIF.
City Council 2/7/12 - Midyear Budget Appropriation of $877 from Developer Contribution "D.R. Horton"

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project will replace the existing roadway bridges between Milpitas 
Boulevard and Abel Street.  These bridge structures were constructed over 
40 years ago are reaching their design life.  In addition these structures do 
not have adequate bicycle and pedestrian facilities.  The replacement 
bridge structures will be wider to include 3-lanes, 10 foot sidewalks and 6 
foot bike lanes in each direction.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

173,969 0 0 0 0 0 173,969Improvements

Totals 173,969 0 0 0 0 0 173,969

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

173,092 0 0 0 0 0 173,092Traffic Impact Fees

877 0 0 0 0 0 877Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

Totals 173,969 0 0 0 0 0 173,969
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4264 S. Abel Street Resurfacing 1

CONTACT: Jimmy Nguyen [3318] / Steve Chan [3324]

$244

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

There are over 123 centerline miles of streets that are owned and 
maintained by the City of Milpitas.

FINANCE  NOTES

City Council 2/7/12 - Midyear Budget Appropriation $111,745
Developer fees: Lyons Milpitas $37,800
FY 2008 Traffic Impact Fees interest $22,244
FY 2009 Traffic Impact Fees interest $47,543
Transferred $4,158 from Developer Contribution - CP 4231 Main/Montague Traffic Signal Modification
Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 2017.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project will provide for an asphalt concrete overlay of S. Abel Street 
from Great Mall Parkway to Capitol Avenue.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

20,000 0 0 0 0 0 20,000Design

40,000 0 0 0 0 0 40,000Administration

51,745 0 0 0 0 0 51,745Improvements

Totals 111,745 0 0 0 0 0 111,745

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

69,787 0 0 0 0 0 69,787Traffic Impact Fees

37,800 0 0 0 0 0 37,800Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

4,158 0 0 0 0 0 4,158Developer Contributions

Totals 111,745 0 0 0 0 0 111,745
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4265 Bart Extension Coordination and Planning 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$432,411

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Mandatory or Committed ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

Coordination with the VTA for the design of the future Bart Extension will 
require substantial resources from the City.  Most of the work involves the 
review of proposals, plans, identifying infrastructure improvements and 
engineering analysis and development of alternatives to BART proposed 
improvements.

FINANCE  NOTES

City Council 2/7/12 - Midyear Budget Appropriation of $50,000 from the VTA reimbursement agreement.
City Council 2/21/12 - Midyear Budget Appropriation of $233,296 from the VTA reimbursement agreement.
City Council 9/18/12 - Budget appropriation of $393,600 from the VTA reimbursement agreement.
City Council 10/15/13 - Budget appropriation of $500,000 from the VTA reimbursement agreement.
City Council 6/17/14 - Budget appropriation of $650,000 from the VTA reimbursement agreement.
City Council 9/15/16 - Budget appropriation of #300,000 from the VTA reimbursement agreement.

DESCRIPTION

The Bart extension from Fremont to San Jose will pass through Milpitas and 
include a BART station in Milpitas.  This project includes the coordination 
and engineering analysis of utilities, Right of Way and other BART design 
impacts on the City's infrastructure.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Design

2,155,956 0 0 0 0 0 2,155,956Administration

Totals 2,205,956 0 0 0 0 0 2,205,956

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

53,065 0 0 0 0 0 53,065RDA Fund

8,591 0 0 0 0 0 8,591Sewer Fund

8,702 0 0 0 0 0 8,702Street Fund

8,702 0 0 0 0 0 8,702Water Fund

2,126,896 0 0 0 0 0 2,126,896Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

Totals 2,205,956 0 0 0 0 0 2,205,956
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4269 Traffic Management Enhancements 2013 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$60,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

This project also provides resources to pursue grant funding sources to 
augment the traffic management projects.

FINANCE  NOTES

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the software upgrade and deployment of traffic 
management equipment used to monitor and control the City’s roadway 
network.  Typical improvements include the deployment of traffic signal 
control equipment and upgrades to the traffic operations center’s video 
monitoring equipment.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Design

10,000 0 0 0 0 0 10,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Inspection

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Improvements

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Other

Totals 60,000 0 0 0 0 0 60,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

60,000 0 0 0 0 0 60,000Street Fund

Totals 60,000 0 0 0 0 0 60,000
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4270 2014 Road Rehabilitation 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324] / Jimmy Nguyen [3318]

$37,953

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The City has applied for a $1.65 Million grant from and it is anticipated it will 
be funded in spring 2014. The grant requires that the City provide an 
11.47% local match of participating grant funds. Project design, City 
administration, and inspection costs are not grant applicable.

FINANCE  NOTES

Grant: $1,652,000 from Surface Transportation Program
City Council (2-3-15) - FY14-15 Midyear appropriation $115,920 from Aspen Village.
Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 2017.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

Pavement rehabilitation overlay of local streets at various locations on Abel 
Street, Dixon Road, and Arizona Avenue.  The project also includes the 
installation of curb ramps and repairing sidewalks to increase accessibility 
in the neighborhood.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

60,000 0 0 0 0 0 60,000Design

35,000 0 0 0 0 0 35,000Administration

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Inspection

1,972,920 0 0 0 0 0 1,972,920Improvements

Totals 2,117,920 0 0 0 0 0 2,117,920

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

350,000 0 0 0 0 0 350,000Gas Tax Fund

1,767,920 0 0 0 0 0 1,767,920Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

Totals 2,117,920 0 0 0 0 0 2,117,920
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4271 Bridge Improvements 3

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Robert Hill [2626]

$130,493

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

FINANCE  NOTES

Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 2017.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

The project provides for maintenance and repairs to City owned bridges. 
The city owns and maintains eighteen roadway bridges and five 
pedestrian/bicycle bridges.  They require ongoing preventative maintenance 
and repairs including deck resurfacing, crack sealing, guard rail repairs and 
work identified in the bi-annual bridge inspection reports performed by the 
California Department of Transportation.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

40,000 0 0 0 0 0 40,000Design

90,000 0 0 0 0 0 90,000Administration

70,000 0 0 0 0 0 70,000Inspection

900,000 0 0 0 0 0 900,000Improvements

Totals 1,100,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,100,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

1,100,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,100,000Gas Tax Fund

Totals 1,100,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,100,000
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4272 Minor Traffic Improvements 2014 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$77,285

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

FINANCE  NOTES

Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30 2017.

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for traffic studies, speed surveys, and traffic counts.  
The project also includes minor traffic improvements that result from 
community service requests.  Typical improvements include roadway 
markings/signage improvements and the installation of roadway undulators.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

20,000 0 0 0 0 0 20,000Design

10,000 0 0 0 0 0 10,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Inspection

70,000 0 0 0 0 0 70,000Improvements

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Other

Totals 100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000Gas Tax Fund

Totals 100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000
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4273 Street Landscape Irrigation Repair 2014 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Robert Hill [2626]

$268,677

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The City has many miles of landscaped street medians and curb planter 
areas in the City. The older irrigation systems are not well documented, 
leak, are inefficient, and do not provide suitable irrigation to support healthy 
landscape. The project would also provide for restoration of existing 
landscaping within the medians and curb planters.

FINANCE  NOTES

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the repair and replacement of streetscape, median 
irrigation systems, and related equipment on City streets.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

45,000 0 0 0 0 0 45,000Design

25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000Administration

15,000 0 0 0 0 0 15,000Inspection

215,000 0 0 0 0 0 215,000Improvements

Totals 300,000 0 0 0 0 0 300,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

150,000 0 0 0 0 0 150,000Gas Tax Fund

150,000 0 0 0 0 0 150,000Street Fund

Totals 300,000 0 0 0 0 0 300,000
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4274 I 880 Interchange R/W Closeout 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324] / Julie Waldron [3314]

$224,653

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Mandatory or Committed ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The interchanges were constructed under three separate CIP projects.  The 
City is working with Caltrans and VTA through a cooperative cost share 
agreement to closeout these projects and ultimately transfer R/W and 
ownership to Caltrans.

FINANCE  NOTES

See projects 4039, 4047, and 4170 for details on the construction of each interchange improvement.
Funding for this project came from unexpended balance of projects 4039, 4047, and 4170.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project will provide final closeout documentation and Right of Way 
transfer for the three interchanges constructed along I-880 and Dixon 
Landing Road, State Route 237, and Tasman Drive.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

727,181 0 0 0 0 0 727,181Administration

Totals 727,181 0 0 0 0 0 727,181

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

148,119 0 0 0 0 0 148,119Developer Contributions

579,062 0 0 0 0 0 579,062Street Fund

Totals 727,181 0 0 0 0 0 727,181
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4276 Electrical Vehicle Charging Stations 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$283,750

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The City applied for a $40,000 grant for the installation of four EV charging 
stations, however in April 2015 the Bay Area Air Quality Management 
District (BAAQMD) only authorized $20,200 for this program.  Project 
design, City administration, and inspection costs are not grant reimbursable.

FINANCE  NOTES

Congestion Management Program Transportation Fund for Clear Air (TFCA) ($40,000) grant FY 14-15 Santa Clara Valley Transportation 
Authority (VTA) and Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD).
City Council 9/2/14 project created.
April 2015, BAAQMD only authorized $20,200 for the program.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

The project provides for the installation of two Electric Vehicle EV charging 
stations located along South Milpitas Boulevard in front of City Hall, and two 
EV charging stations located at the Midtown parking garage located next to 
the Library.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

5,000 0 0 0 0 0 5,000Design

5,000 0 0 0 0 0 5,000Administration

5,000 0 0 0 0 0 5,000Inspection

325,200 0 0 0 0 0 325,200Improvements

Totals 340,200 0 0 0 0 0 340,200

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

20,200 0 0 0 0 0 20,200Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

320,000 0 0 0 0 0 320,000Gas Tax Fund

Totals 340,200 0 0 0 0 0 340,200
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4280 Street Resurfacing Project 2016 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324] / Nina Hawk [2603]

$313,567

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

There are currently over 123 centerline miles of streets that are owned by 
the City.  The project will also include replacement and upgrade of curb, 
gutter, driveway, sidewalk, installation of ADA ramps, implementation of 
Class II bike lanes, and Class III bike route facilities as described in the 
2009 updated City of Milpitas Bikeway Master Plan.

FINANCE  NOTES

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for roadway pavement repair including overlay and 
reconstruction.  Streets are selected for improvement based on the City's 
Pavement Management System to optimize the pavement condition rating 
and use of funding.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

140,000 0 0 0 0 0 140,000Design

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Administration

60,000 0 0 0 0 0 60,000Inspection

2,400,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,400,000Improvements

Totals 2,650,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,650,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

450,000 0 0 0 0 0 450,000Vehicle Registration Fee

100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000Sewer Fund

100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000Water Fund

600,000 0 0 0 0 0 600,000Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT)

1,400,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,400,000Gas Tax Fund

Totals 2,650,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,650,000
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4282 Disadvantaged Community ADA Ramps 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324] / Jimmy Nguyen [3318]

$22,480

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

Locations will be chosen based on a graphic section of the City with a 
population of at least 51 percent having a low-moderate median income.

FINANCE  NOTES

City Council 6/2/15 project created. 
$60,648 CDBG grant funding

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and installation of new or replacement 
of existing curb ramps with new ADA compliant pedestrian curb ramps at 
various locations within the City.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

10,000 0 0 0 0 0 10,000Design

10,000 0 0 0 0 0 10,000Administration

5,000 0 0 0 0 0 5,000Inspection

75,000 0 0 0 0 0 75,000Improvements

Totals 100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

60,648 0 0 0 0 0 60,648Grants/Reimb./Developer Fees

39,352 0 0 0 0 0 39,352Gas Tax Fund

Totals 100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000

199Printed 4/11/17  -  03:00 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

4284 Street Resurfacing Project 2017 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324] / Nina Hawk [2603]

$4,186,714

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

There are currently over 123 centerline miles of streets that are owned by 
the City.  The project will also include replacement and upgrade of curb, 
gutter, driveway, sidewalk, installation of ADA ramps, implementation of 
Class II bike lanes, and Class III bike route facilities as described in the 
2009 updated City of Milpitas Bikeway Master Plan.

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for roadway pavement repair including overlay and 
reconstruction.  Streets are selected for improvement based on the City's 
Pavement Management System to optimize the pavement condition rating 
and use of funding.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000Design

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Administration

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Inspection

4,400,000 0 0 0 0 0 4,400,000Improvements

Totals 4,600,000 0 0 0 0 0 4,600,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

250,000 0 0 0 0 0 250,000Water Fund

250,000 0 0 0 0 0 250,000Sewer Fund

1,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000Gas Tax Fund

2,150,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,150,000Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT)

450,000 0 0 0 0 0 450,000Vehicle Registration Fee

Totals 4,600,000 0 0 0 0 0 4,600,000
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4285 Calaveras Road Repair 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324] / Nina Hawk [2603]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The heavy winter storms of 2016/17 caused a portion of Calaveras Road 
east of Evans/Piedmont Road to become unstable and heave requiring the 
road to be closed. An emergency repair is underway at this time to open the 
road. This new project was developed to fund a more significance longer 
term repair.

FINANCE  NOTES

4/18/17 City Council created the project to amend the 2016-2021 with adoption of the FY2017-2020 CIP including Budget Approprriation of 
$1.2M.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project will provide for the repair of the city owned segment of 
Calaveras Road from Evans/Piedmont Road to the city limit.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

210,000 0 0 0 0 0 210,000Design

15,000 0 0 0 0 0 15,000Administration

75,000 0 0 0 0 0 75,000Inspection

900,000 0 0 0 0 0 900,000Improvements

Totals 1,200,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,200,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

1,200,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,200,000Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT)

Totals 1,200,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,200,000
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5097 Higuera Adobe Park Renovation 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Maren Schram [3315]

$2,218,981

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

Higuera Adobe Park is a Historical Site that is heavily used by large groups 
due to the rental opportunities of the Adobe building. Project design for the 
renovation is underway. Project construction started in March 2017 and will 
be completed by September 1, 2017.

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of renovation 
improvements of various park elements at the Higuera Adobe Park. This 
includes the large picnic area behind the adobe building, playground 
including shade structures, and surrounding area.  The project will evaluate 
ADA compliance assessment and improvements, drainage, landscaping, 
walkways and related improvements.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

325,000 0 0 0 0 0 325,000Design

60,000 0 0 0 0 0 60,000Administration

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Inspection

2,165,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,165,000Improvements

Totals 2,600,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,600,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

1,300,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,300,000Park Fund

1,300,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,300,000Midtown Park Fund

Totals 2,600,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,600,000
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5101 International Park 1

CONTACT: Bradley Misner [3273] / Renee Lorentzen

$444,100

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

Sufficient funding (Uncommitted Balance) is available in the project to 
complete the design phase including completion of construction drawings 
and specifications. The project is currently in the conceptual phase to 
determine a best fit location, level of improvement, and materials to be 
used.

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of an International 
Park.  The park concept is to provide a public space with an educational 
non-political theme of culture, arts, history, architecture, geography, and 
native plants for each participating international group. The South Main 
Street location would provide for the installation of 19 “Parklets” along the 
street starting at Weller Lane. The Parklets would be installed in conjunction 
with future streetscape improvements for Main Street. Construction of the 
19 Parklets are estimated to cost $3.6M.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

75,000 0 0 0 0 0 75,000Design

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Administration

25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000Inspection

350,000 0 0 0 0 0 350,000Improvements

Totals 500,000 0 0 0 0 0 500,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

500,000 0 0 0 0 0 500,000Midtown Park Fund

Totals 500,000 0 0 0 0 0 500,000
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5103 MSC Pool Rehabilitation  * 1

CONTACT: Julie Waldron [3314] / Steve Erickson [3301]

$28,425

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Health and Safety ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

These pools are heavily used year round and require resurfacing every 5 
years.  California Health and Safety Code, Section 3106B.3 states that the 
finished pool shell shall be lined with a smooth waterproof interior finish that 
will withstand repeated brushing, scrubbing and cleaning procedures.  
Construction is anticipated to be completed in March 2016.

FINANCE  NOTES

Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 2017.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides improvements to the Milpitas Sports Center Pool 
facility.  The work includes resurfacing the plaster at the three swimming 
pools, ADA upgrades to the pools, replacement of pool decking and 
drainage, under deck pool piping, pool electrical, tile work, lane lines, and 
other pool elements.  The project will also include removing the wading pool 
and installing outside showers.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

20,000 0 0 0 0 0 20,000Design

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Administration

30,000 0 0 0 0 0 30,000Inspection

1,400,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,400,000Improvements

Totals 1,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

1,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000Midtown Park Fund

Totals 1,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000
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5104 Sports Center Sports Fields 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301]

$269,058

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

Construction started December 2015 and is anticipated to be completed in 
June 2016.

FINANCE  NOTES

Midyear appropriation 12/1/15.
City Council 12/1/16 - Midyear Budget Appropriation $855,000 from Park Fund and $855,000 from General Government.
Project accepted on February 7, 2017 and is in the 1-year warranty period.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the design and construction of a synthetic turf U-11 
soccer field and a multi-purpose field that can be used as one football field, 
two U-9/10 soccer fields or as one U-13 soccer field.  The improvements 
will include replacement of stadium lighting, replacement "visitor bleachers", 
and ADA improvements to the "home" bleachers, installation of emergency 
lighting, PA system, and other code related improvements.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

350,000 0 0 0 0 0 350,000Design

150,000 0 0 0 0 0 150,000Administration

75,000 0 0 0 0 0 75,000Inspection

4,010,000 0 0 0 0 0 4,010,000Improvements

Totals 4,585,000 0 0 0 0 0 4,585,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

2,415,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,415,000Park Fund

2,170,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,170,000Midtown Park Fund

Totals 4,585,000 0 0 0 0 0 4,585,000
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5106 Weller House Acquisition 1

CONTACT: Renee Lorentzen [3409]

$25,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Park Improvement

Improve the Quality of LifePRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

FINANCE  NOTES

Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 2017.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

Project provides for the acquisition and renovation of the Weller Hounse 
located at the end of London Drive. The Weller property is located within the 
County north-east of Higuera Adobe Park, and may be on the market. Staff 
will investigate if the Weller House may be acquired by the City and 
determine the estimated cost to complete the acquistion.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000Administration

Totals 25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000Park Fund

Totals 25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000
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6106 Sewer Replacement Study 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$42,909

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The Schaaf and Wheeler 2002 Depreciation Study has estimated the 
remaining life of the existing sewer infrastructure. This work is to field 
determine the condition of sewers and verify need to replace those sewers 
identified as having an estimated useful life ending by 2008.  The study will 
refine the scope of work and costs, and prioritize these projects.  The 
project will also include updating the sanitary sewer portion of the Financial 
Utility Master Plan.

FINANCE  NOTES

Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 2017.

DESCRIPTION

This project involves field determination of the remaining useful life of the 
following sewer pipes: 360 linear feet of 42 inch RCP crossing I-880 at the 
Main Lift Station, 490 linear feet of 42 inch RCP at Cadillac Court and I-880, 
310 linear feet of 42 inch RCP at Milmont near Penitencia Creek, 5,400 
linear feet of 33-42 inch RCP along Milpitas Blvd between Hidden Lakes 
and Midwick, 90 linear feet of 24 inch RCP at Folsom and Hetch-Hetchy 
crossing, 1,500 linear feet of 30 inch RCP between Folsom and Escuela, 
and 170 linear feet of 12 inch RCP at Dempsey.  The first priority includes 
review of the steel forcemain, Balboa Crossing, and the UPRR crossing 
south of Calaveras.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

65,000 0 0 0 0 0 65,000Design

15,000 0 0 0 0 0 15,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Surveying

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Land

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Improvements

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Equipment

Totals 80,000 0 0 0 0 0 80,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

80,000 0 0 0 0 0 80,000Sewer Fund

Totals 80,000 0 0 0 0 0 80,000
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6110 Sewer System Hydraulic Modeling 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$185,113

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Studies and AnalysesPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

Modeling allows verification of existing and future pipe capacity, and 
capacity reduction due to pipe settlement.  Modeling analysis is reimbursed 
by developers, when analysis is performed to determine project impacts to 
sewer collection system.

FINANCE  NOTES

Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 2017.

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for ongoing hydraulic modeling of the sanitary sewer 
system as needed for Public works operations and capacity impacts from 
new developments.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

250,000 0 0 0 0 0 250,000Design

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Administration

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Surveying

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Equipment

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Other

Totals 250,000 0 0 0 0 0 250,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

250,000 0 0 0 0 0 250,000Sewer Fund

Totals 250,000 0 0 0 0 0 250,000
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6115 Sewer System Replacement 11-12 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301]

$1,240,159

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

This project is in combination with project 6116 will repair/replace the 
existing 27” sewer main that extends along Marylinn Drive and under I-880.  
The line is required to be realigned to allow the sewer to continue flow 
during construction of the new line since a temporary bypass could not be 
achieved.  Additionally at the crossing of I-880, Caltrans requires new 
crossings to be installed perpendicular to the freeway.

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the replacement of the highest priority facilities, 
including upgrades to the Sewer Pump Stations, forecemain, and seismic 
retrofit work. The replacement prioritization is based on factors including 
age, type of pipe material, soil conditions and the physical evaluation based 
on video camera observations.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

260,000 0 0 0 0 0 260,000Design

95,000 0 0 0 0 0 95,000Administration

20,000 0 0 0 0 0 20,000Surveying

40,000 0 0 0 0 0 40,000Inspection

1,335,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,335,000Improvements

Totals 1,750,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,750,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

1,750,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,750,000Sewer Fund

Totals 1,750,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,750,000
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6116 Sewer System Replacement 12-13 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$2,273,477

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

This project is in combination with project 6115 and will repair/replace the 
existing 27” sewer main that extends along Marylinn Drive and under I-880.  
The line is required to be realigned to allow sewer to continue flow during 
construction of the new line since a temporary bypass could not be 
achieved.  Additionally at the crossing of I-880, Caltrans requires new 
crossings to be installed perpendicular to the freeway.

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the replacement of the highest priority facilities, 
including upgrades to the Sewer Pump Stations, forcemains and seismic 
retrofit work. The replacement prioritization is based on factors including 
age, type of pipe material, soil conditions, and physical evaluation based on 
video camera observations.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

260,000 0 0 0 0 0 260,000Design

95,000 0 0 0 0 0 95,000Administration

20,000 0 0 0 0 0 20,000Surveying

40,000 0 0 0 0 0 40,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Land

2,135,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,135,000Improvements

Totals 2,550,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,550,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

2,550,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,550,000Sewer Fund

Totals 2,550,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,550,000

210Printed 4/11/17  -  03:00 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

6117 TASP Sewer Line Replacement 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$760,919

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The City's sewer collection system is at full capacity within the Transit Area 
Specific Plan (TASP) area.  Construction of these sewer pipeline upgrades 
provide sufficient capacity for planned development.

FINANCE  NOTES

The TASP Fund is going to reimburse Developers directly rather than the CIP.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project constructs sewer pipeline upgrade projects 11A-D as described 
in the 2009 Sewer Master Plan: Project 11A:  South Main, North of Great 
Mall Parkway Project 11B:  Great Mall Parkway between South Main and 
Montague Expressway Project 11C:  Montague Expressway Project 11D 
South Main Street, South of Great Mall Parkway

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

500,000 0 0 0 0 0 500,000Design

25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000Administration

25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000Inspection

1,950,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,950,000Improvements

Totals 2,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,500,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

2,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,500,000Sewer Fund

Totals 2,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,500,000

211Printed 4/11/17  -  03:00 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

6121 BART Project - Sewer Improvements

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$120,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

VTA's contractor has completed the construction work associated with this 
project and will submit invoices to the City for payment. It is anticipated this 
project will be closed by June 30, 2018.

FINANCE  NOTES

DESCRIPTION

The BART project will cause the relocation of existing sewer pipelines and 
utilities along the BART corridor at its own expense.  The City has identified 
sewer pipeline improvements which should be completed as part of the 
BART utility relocation effort.  These include rerouting and upsizing based 
on the City's Sewer Master Plan.  These additional sewer system 
improvements are outside of the BART project scope and are to be paid for 
by the City.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

350,000 0 0 0 0 0 350,000Improvements

Totals 350,000 0 0 0 0 0 350,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

350,000 0 0 0 0 0 350,000Sewer Fund

Totals 350,000 0 0 0 0 0 350,000
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6122 Minor Sewer Projects 2016 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603] / Glen Campi [2643]

$47,800

Category Project Estimate Level

Sewer Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for a Pump Station Admissions Study, ongoing 
analysis, engineering, and implementation of various minor modifications 
and improvements to existing sewer systems.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000Design

25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000Improvements

Totals 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Sewer Fund

Totals 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000
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7070 Pressure Reducing Valve Replacement 2

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603]

$18,081

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

All of the valves are over 20 years old and now require an extraordinary 
amount of maintenance.  Proper operation of valves is crucial to assure 
proper delivery pressures for drinking and fire suppression purposes.  The 
VTA is constructing a new PRV along Capitol Avenue near the San Jose 
border as part of the BART project. The City will provide reimbursement to 
VTA upon completion of construction.

FINANCE  NOTES

Work is complete. Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 2017.

DESCRIPTION

This project involves the phased replacement of the existing pressure 
reducing valves (PRV) within the City's water system.  These valves reduce 
water pressure as water moves from zone 2 to zone 1 in the City's 
distribution system.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

10,000 0 0 0 0 0 10,000Design

11,750 0 0 0 0 0 11,750Administration

10,000 0 0 0 0 0 10,000Surveying

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Land

200,000 0 0 0 0 0 200,000Improvements

88,250 0 0 0 0 0 88,250Equipment

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Other

Totals 320,000 0 0 0 0 0 320,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

45,000 0 0 0 0 0 45,000Water Line Extension Fund

275,000 0 0 0 0 0 275,000Water Fund

Totals 320,000 0 0 0 0 0 320,000

214Printed 4/11/17  -  03:00 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

7108 Water System Hydraulic Modeling 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$95,530

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Studies and AnalysesPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

Modeling is also necessary to verify pipe capacity, system pressure 
analysis and assists in analyzing fire flow pressure with planned water line 
shut offs.  Some costs may be reimbursable by developers.

FINANCE  NOTES

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for miscellaneous hydraulic modeling of the water 
system, including impacts from new developments.  The project also 
creates the City's first hydraulic model for the recycled water system.  This 
computer model can be used in order to handle and direct field water 
system operations during an emergency.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

200,000 0 0 0 0 0 200,000Design

Totals 200,000 0 0 0 0 0 200,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000Water Fund

100,000 0 0 0 0 0 100,000Recycled Water Fund

Totals 200,000 0 0 0 0 0 200,000
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7112 Reservoir Cleaning 1

CONTACT: City Engineer [3355]

$150,000

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The Hillside Reservoirs were last cleaned in 2002 and Valley Floor 
Reservoirs were cleaned in 2004-05.  Reservoirs should be cleaned every 
five to eight years.

FINANCE  NOTES

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the periodic interior cleaning of the new City's 
water system reservoirs.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

150,000 0 0 0 0 0 150,000Equipment

Totals 150,000 0 0 0 0 0 150,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

150,000 0 0 0 0 0 150,000Water Fund

Totals 150,000 0 0 0 0 0 150,000
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7114 Water Meter Replacement 1

CONTACT: Jane Corpus [3125]

$100

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

FINANCE  NOTES

Close at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 2017.

DESCRIPTION

This project will replace 42 water meters located in median islands and 
planter strips along high traffic roadways. The new meters will be equipped 
with radio transmitters allowing the meters to be read remotely, removing 
the need for meters to be directly read.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

6,000 0 0 0 0 0 6,000Design

12,000 0 0 0 0 0 12,000Administration

4,000 0 0 0 0 0 4,000Inspection

53,000 0 0 0 0 0 53,000Improvements

Totals 75,000 0 0 0 0 0 75,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

75,000 0 0 0 0 0 75,000Water Fund

Totals 75,000 0 0 0 0 0 75,000
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7115 Cathodic Protection Improvements 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Maren Schram [3315]

$170,927

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Projects Which Avoid Future Additional CostsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

Soils within the City have been found to be highly corrosive and are 
detrimental to metallic pipelines. Cathodic protection systems use sacrificial 
anodes and other means to protect the metal pipeline. Additional funding 
provides for repair work at the City's main sewage pump station to address 
missing pipeline cathodic test stations on Zanker Road and to remove a 
vault and diverter valve that are within the Coyote Creek floodplain.

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the evaluation, study, and installation of corrosion 
monitoring stations and equipment to protect buried City metallic pipelines, 
and to provide recommendations for retrofit or anode replacement. The 
project will provide for upgrade and improvement of system deficiencies 
defined in the evaluation study.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

125,000 0 0 0 0 0 125,000Design

60,000 0 0 0 0 0 60,000Administration

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Surveying

60,000 0 0 0 0 0 60,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Land

605,000 0 0 0 0 0 605,000Improvements

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Equipment

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Other

Totals 850,000 0 0 0 0 0 850,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

725,000 0 0 0 0 0 725,000Water Fund

125,000 0 0 0 0 0 125,000Sewer Fund

Totals 850,000 0 0 0 0 0 850,000

218Printed 4/11/17  -  03:00 PM



City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

7117 Abel Street Pipeline Extension  * 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Julie Waldron [3314]

$383,965

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Health and Safety ProjectsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

This is identified in Section 6.3.4.4 of the 2009 Water Master Plan Update. 
The additional funding is necessary for construction.

FINANCE  NOTES

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project installs 300 linear feet of 12-inch pipe to connect three "dead-
end" pipes, one on Abel Street and two on Carlo Street. This improvement 
will improve water pressure and water quality through improved system 
circulation.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Design

20,000 0 0 0 0 0 20,000Administration

20,000 0 0 0 0 0 20,000Surveying

60,000 0 0 0 0 0 60,000Inspection

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Land

290,000 0 0 0 0 0 290,000Improvements

Totals 440,000 0 0 0 0 0 440,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

440,000 0 0 0 0 0 440,000Water Line Extension Fund

Totals 440,000 0 0 0 0 0 440,000
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7118 Dempsey Road Water Line Replacement 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Julie Waldron [3314]

$3,004,230

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

The pipeline has experienced excessive corrosion which is causing line 
breaks.  Replacement must occur to minimize impacting water customers.  
This segment of water line is going to be constructed to the seismic back 
bone standard and the Water System Seismic Improvement Project is 
going to pay for the incremental cost of the upgrade.

FINANCE  NOTES

City Council 12/16/14 - Budget appropriation of $575,000 from Water Fund
City Council 6/2/15 - Budget Appropriation of $49,980 from Water Fund
City Council 6/16/15 - Budget Appropriation of $482,792 from Water Fund

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project replaces approximately 3,400 linear feet of 12" diameter cast 
iron pipe along Dempsey Rd. between Calaveras Blvd. and Yosemite Dr.  
The pipe line was installed in the 1950's and has reached the end of its 
useful life.  The project will also include the design of a 10,000 linear feet 
recycled waterline main from Los Coches St. and Hillview Dr. to Kennedy 
Dr. and Simas Dr. to the north and Edsel Dr. and Perry St. to the south. 
Construction of this recycled waterline will be funded by the Recycled Water 
Pipeline Segment 1 CIP project.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

1,407,792 0 0 0 0 0 1,407,792Design

250,000 0 0 0 0 0 250,000Administration

80,000 0 0 0 0 0 80,000Inspection

2,869,980 0 0 0 0 0 2,869,980Improvements

Totals 4,607,772 0 0 0 0 0 4,607,772

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

4,607,772 0 0 0 0 0 4,607,772Water Fund

Totals 4,607,772 0 0 0 0 0 4,607,772
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7123 Minor Water Projects 2015 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603]

$38,651

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

A project example may include the design and construction of site 
improvements, tank/reservoir painting, station landscape restoration and 
other related station improvements.

FINANCE  NOTES

Close at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 2017.

DESCRIPTION

This ongoing project provides for the analysis and implementation of 
various water system improvements which arise during the year including 
enhancing security and appearance at various water facilities.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

5,000 0 0 0 0 0 5,000Design

5,000 0 0 0 0 0 5,000Administration

95,000 0 0 0 0 0 95,000Improvements

Totals 105,000 0 0 0 0 0 105,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

105,000 0 0 0 0 0 105,000Water Fund

Totals 105,000 0 0 0 0 0 105,000
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7125 BART Project - Water Improvements 1

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$1,164,643

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

VTA's contractor has completed the construction work associated with this 
project and will submit invoices to the City for payment. It is anticipated this 
project will be closed by June 30, 2018.

FINANCE  NOTES

City Council 12-6-16 Midyear Budget Appropriation of $2,984,563 ($1,200,000 from TADIF, $184,563 from Developers, and $1,200,000 
from Water Fund).

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

The BART project will cause the relocation of existing utilities along the 
BART corridor at its own expense.   In addition, there are other related 
water system improvements which have been identified by the City, to be 
completed as part of the BART utility relocation effort.   The City is required 
to cost share for these enhancements. Water projects include: the upsize of 
existing water crossing at Montague and Capitol, installation of 2 new water 
crossings south of Montague, and possible upsizing of pipelines in the area 
of Piper Drive. This work also includes water system upgrades and new 
recycled water pipelines to be completed as part of the adjacent Montague 
Widening Project.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

2,200,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,200,000Improvements

Totals 2,200,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,200,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

2,200,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,200,000Water Fund

Totals 2,200,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,200,000
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7130 Water Valve Replacement 1

CONTACT: Nina Hawk [2603]

$0

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

FINANCE  NOTES

City anticipates issuing $25.54 million in water bonds.
2/22/17, Defund $200,000 in Water Bonds from FY16-17 due to bonds not being available.
Close project at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 2017.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project provides for the replacement of water valves on the water 
system.  These valves are an important element of the aging infrastructure, 
allowing the system to be isolated during emergency or planned work on the 
water system.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Improvements

Totals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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7131 Daniel Court Water Main & Service Replacement 1

CONTACT: Steve Erickson [3301] / Michael Silveira [3303]

Category Project Estimate Level

Water Improvement

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

COMMENTS:

Due to the number of recent repairs, staff considers the completion of this 
project a high priority to eliminate the emergency repairs, damage to 
property, and water loss. The engineering design for the new water main 
and services is underway and is funded through the existing Fire Hydrant 
Replacement Project No. 7110. Staff anticipates starting construction in 
May 2017.

FINANCE  NOTES

City Council - 4/4/17 Midyear Budget Appropriation of $1.5M from Water Capital Surcharge.

DIAGRAM

DESCRIPTION

This project will provide for the construction of approximately 1,300 liner feet 
of waterline, service laterals, and meters along both legs of Daniel Court 
that have reached the end of their service life. The existing waterline and 
service were installed in the early 1980's and are brittle with age requiring 
frequent repairs to correct leaks and line breaks. The estimated 
construction cost of the project is $1.5M and would be funded through 
Water Capital Surcharge.

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Design

25,000 0 0 0 0 0 25,000Administration

50,000 0 0 0 0 0 50,000Inspection

1,425,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,425,000Improvements

Totals 1,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

1,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000Water Capital Surcharge

Totals 1,500,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000
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APPENDIX A 
 

ESTIMATE LEVEL DESCRIPTIONS 
 
 
The following are detailed descriptions for each of the three estimate levels used in this document: 
 
Estimate Level 1 – Conceptual Estimate 
This level of estimating is the least accurate and is used when the conceptual idea or plan has been prepared 
without precise details.  Examples of such would be freeway interchanges prior to completion of any plans (and 
estimates based thereon), projects where final location is unknown and right-of-way or land costs are involved. 
 
Estimate Level 2 – Detailed Estimate 
This level of estimating is based on an approved design plan or conceptual plan which has some level of assurance 
that the items contained within are complete and acceptable to the approving agency.  Examples of this category 
are most street projects where City staff has prepared estimated based on typical street structural and geometric 
details, using experienced bid prices.  Other examples are water or sewer lines that have bee proposed and 
identified with estimates in consultant reports. 
 
Estimate Level 3 – Design Estimate 
This is the highest level of estimating and is based on a completed set of design drawings and specifications that 
are ready for bidding.  This level is what could also be called the bid or engineer’s estimate.  
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APPENDIX B 
 

ABBREVIATIONS - DEFINITIONS 
 

ABAG  Association of Bay Area Governments 
AC  Asphalt Concrete 
ADA  Americans with Disabilities Act. 
CAD  Computer Aided Dispatch 
CADD  Computer Aided Design and Drafting 
CDBG  Community Development Block Grant 
CIP  Capital Improvement Program 
CRF  Capital Reserve Fund 
CRS  Community Rating Service 
CU  Customer 
DEV  Developer 
DG  Decomposed Granite 
DOHS  Department of Health Service 
EOC  Emergency Operating Center 
FEMA  Federal Emergency Management Agency 
GF  General Fund 
GIS  Geographic Information System 
GUI  Graphical User Interfaces 
HR  Human Resources 
I/I  Infiltration/Inflow 
LRT  Light Rail Transit 
MCT  Mobile Computer Terminal 
MHS  Milpitas Historical Society 
MSC  Milpitas Sports Center 
OSA  Office of the State Architect 
OCR  Optical Character Recognition 
PF  Park Fund 
PM  Project Manager 
PMS  Pavement Management System 
PRV  Pressure reducing valve 
R/W  Right-of-Way 
RDA  Redevelopment Agency 
RFQ  Request for Qualifications 
RMS  Records Management System 
RWQCB Regional Water Quality Control Board 
SCADA  Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 
SCC  Santa Clara County 
SCVTA  Santa Clara Valley Transportation Agency 
SCVWD Santa Clara Valley Water District 
SF  Street Fund 
SP  Sponsor 
SPS  Sewer Pump Station 
TA  Traffic Authority 
TDA  Transportation Development Act 
WF  Water Fund 
WLF  Water Line Extension Fund 
VTA  Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 
COP’s  Certificates of Participation 
TPF  Treatment Plant Fee 
UPS  Uninterrupted Power Supply 
Y2K  Year 2000 Compliant 
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APPENDIX C 
 

PRIORITIZATION DESCRIPTIONS 
 
 
In order to assist in the review of the various projects, all CIP projects are prioritized using the following categories 
(listed in priority order): 
 

1.  Mandatory or Committed Projects 
Mandatory projects are those which the City is legally required to undertake.  These include Federal or State 
mandated activities such as access modifications to public facilities to meet Americans with Disabilities Act 
requirements, Clean Water Act, etc.  Committed projects are those that the City has contracted or partially 
completed.  This can also include projects that have received grants with time restrictions.  A funded project that 
has not yet started, does not necessarily mean that the project is “committed”, since the project is still subject to 
review.  If this project is no longer necessary, it can be delayed or deleted and defunded. 
 

2.  Health and Safety Projects 
Health and Safety projects are those infrastructure improvements needed for health and/or safety reasons.  
Examples include such projects as sidewalk repair work, installation of traffic signals and signs, modification of park 
playground equipment to eliminate a hazardous situation and additional lighting in public areas, etc. 
 

3.  Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or Systems 
These are projects that are required to maintain the City’s investment in infrastructure and capital equipment.  This 
includes projects ranging from street resurfacing/reconstruction, to bridge maintenance, water, sewer 
improvements, facilities rehabilitation, etc. 
 

4.  Major Service Equipment Replacement 
These are projects involving the replacement of equipment required in the operations of the City services.  This 
would include pumps at storm drainage pump stations, MSC swimming pool pumps and motor replacements. 
 

5.  Projects which Avoid Future Additional Costs 
This includes those projects which assists the City in reducing and/or eliminating future operating or capital costs.  
This would include acquisition of image processing equipment for document control, computer networking, replacing 
existing high maintenance landscaping with drought resistant and low maintenance plantings, automation of 
maintenance or data gathering activities, etc. 
 

6.  Studies and Analyses 
This category is for projects that allow the City to examine new approaches for improvements to service delivery, 
cost savings, capital improvement projects and/or ways to enhance the financial stability of the City.  Examples 
include the Calaveras Plan Line Study and San Jose Parallel Forcemain Study. 
 

7.  Enhance Economic Development 
This category is for those projects that will attract new businesses or retain existing.  Examples include the 
installation of utilities for future development and fiber optics installation for telecommunications. 
 

8.  Improve the Quality of Life 
These are projects that allow the City to enhance the City’s quality of life, such as landscaping projects, new Sports 
Center improvements, etc 



 

RESOLUTION NO. ____ 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MILPITAS APPROVING  

THE 2017-2022 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

 
WHEREAS, on March 22, 2017, the Planning Commission of the City of Milpitas confirmed that 

the 2017-2022 Capital Improvement Program (“CIP”) is in conformance with the City’s General Plan; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the 2017-2022 CIP; and  
 

WHEREAS, a duly-noticed public hearing was held on April 18, 2017 on the Proposed CIP, where 
all interested persons were heard; and 

 

WHEREAS, on April 18, 2017, the first year, or FY 2017-18, of the CIP is appropriated as part of 
the 2017-18 Capital Improvement Program. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Milpitas hereby find, determine, and resolve 

as follows:  
 

1. The City Council has considered the full record before them, which may include but is not 
limited to such things as the staff report, testimony by staff and the public, and other materials 
and evidence submitted or provided to them.  Furthermore, the recitals set forth above are found 
to be true and correct and are incorporated herein by reference. 

 
2. The City Council hereby approves and adopts the 2017-2022 Capital Improvement Program. 

  
3. The Capital Improvement Program for the City of Milpitas for fiscal 2017-2018 is hereby 

reaffirmed and adopted, totaling $59,633,540 for all appropriated funds. 
 

4. There is no potential impact on the environment from this action as the approval and adoption of 
the CIP is merely a planning document with no commitment to any particular course of action.  
Thus, this action is exempt from environmental review pursuant to CEQA Guideline Section 
15061(b) (3) and Guideline Section 15378(b)(4). 

 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this _______ day of _______________, 2017, by the following vote: 
 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

 
ATTEST: APPROVED: 
 
__________________________________ __________________________ 
Mary Lavelle, City Clerk Rich Tran, Mayor 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
__________________________________ 
Christopher J. Diaz, City Attorney 
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PLEASE NOTE: 
 

This copy of Ordinance No. 41.12 is a “redlined” version for 
your convenience.  Text additions are designated by an 
underline and text deletions are designated with a strikethrough. 
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Ordinance No. 41.12 

 

REGULAR 

 
 

NUMBER: 41.12 
 
 
TITLE: AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MILPITAS 

AMENDING CHAPTER 500 OF TITLE I OF THE MILPITAS MUNICIPAL CODE 

RELATING TO COMPENSATION FOR ATTENDING PLANNING 

COMMISSION MEETINGS  

 

HISTORY: This Ordinance was introduced (first reading) by the City Council at its meeting of 
____________________, upon motion by_________________________ and was adopted 
(second reading) by the City Council at its meeting of _______________, upon motion by 
____________________________.  The Ordinance was duly passed and ordered 
published in accordance with law by the following vote: 

 
AYES:   

 
 NOES:   
 
 ABSENT:   
 
 ABSTAIN:   

 
 
ATTEST: APPROVED: 
 
 
________________________________ __________________________ 
Mary Lavelle, City Clerk     Rich Tran, Mayor 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
________________________________ 
Christopher J. Diaz, City Attorney 
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Ordinance No. 41.12 

 

RECITALS AND FINDINGS: 

 
WHEREAS, during the April 25, 2016 Budget Study Session of the City Council, the City Council 

directed that the budget include funding for an increase from $25.00 to $100.00 for the payment to the 
Milpitas Planning Commission members for attending Planning Commission meetings; and  
 

WHEREAS, the Milpitas Municipal Code governs the amount paid to the Planning Commission 
members for attendance at Planning Commission meetings and requires amendment in order to effectuate 
the increase. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Milpitas does ordain as follows: 
 
SECTION 1. RECORD AND BASIS FOR ACTION 

 

The City Council has duly considered the full record before it, which may include but is not limited to such 
things as the City staff report, testimony by staff and the public, and other materials and evidence submitted 
or provided to the City Council.  Furthermore, the recitals set forth above are found to be true and correct 
and are incorporated herein by reference.  
 

SECTION 2. AMENDMENT OF MILPITAS MUNICIPAL CODE TITLE I, CHAPTER 500,  

  SECTION 1.14 

 
Title I, Chapter 500, Section 1.14 of the Milpitas Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as follows:  
 

I-500-1.14 - Compensation for Attending Meetings  
 

Each member of the Planning Commission shall receive compensation in the amount of 
$10025.00 for attending any regularly or specially scheduled Planning Commission meetings. Such 
compensation shall not be provided for attending subcommittee meetings.  

 
SECTION 3. SEVERABILITY 

 
The provisions of this Ordinance are separable, and the invalidity of any phrase, clause, provision or part 
shall not affect the validity of the remainder. 
 
SECTION 4. EFFECTIVE DATE AND POSTING 

 
In accordance with Section 36937 of the Government Code of the State of California, this Ordinance shall 
take effect thirty (30) days from and after the date of its passage.  The City Clerk of the City of Milpitas 
shall cause this Ordinance or a summary thereof to be published in accordance with Section 36933 of the 
Government Code of the State of California. 



 
Milpitas City Council Minutes 

MEETING MINUTES 

CITY OF MILPITAS 
 
 

Minutes of: Special Meeting of Milpitas City Council  

Date: Monday, April 25, 2016 

Time: 4:00 PM  

Location: Council Chambers, Milpitas City Hall,  

455 East Calaveras Blvd., Milpitas  
 

 
 
CALL TO ORDER Mayor Esteves called the meeting to order at 4:00 PM. The City Clerk noted the roll.  
 

PRESENT:  Mayor Esteves, Vice Mayor Montano, Councilmembers Barbadillo, Giordano and 
Grilli  
 
ABSENT:  None 

 
PUBLIC FORUM None  
 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF   

CONFLICT OF INTEREST  

AND CAMPAIGN  City Attorney Diaz asked the Mayor and Councilmembers if they had any personal conflicts of  
CONTRIBUTIONS interest or reportable campaign contributions.  No conflicts or contributions were reported.  
 
 
STUDY SESSION – FY 2016-17 BUDGET 
 
City Manager Tom Williams provided brief recent history of City of Milpitas budgets, the current status of the city’s finances and the 
economic environment. Budget goals were given, exercising caution surrounding the budget and economic climate in Milpitas. The 
City’s Finance Director Russ Morreale followed with a discussion of the process to date, arriving at this study session with the City 
Council, including the primary purpose to allow Councilmember to provide input and direction to staff for FY 2016-17. 
  
Mayor Esteves requested information showing, as the City pie chart did, the percentage in comparable cities of the amount of General 
Funds allocated to public safety departments versus all others.  
 
Mr. Morreale provided General Fund highlights which include a balanced General Fund overall, salary and pension costs alone have 
the main impact on the budget, while the remainder was mostly status quo. Development activity in Milpitas was significant (noted 
especially in the Building, Planning and Engineering department). Strengthening pension reserves was recommended in the coming  
year’s budget.  Property Tax, Sales Tax and Hotel Tax revenues provide the large majority of general fund revenue in Milpitas. Only 
16% of property taxes came to the City, while the majority (remainder) was disbursed to other government entities.  
 
Vice Mayor Montano asked about commercial/industrial property and its percentage contribution to revenue.  She asked the Finance 
Director to provide her with a breakdown of that. 
 
Sales tax trends were good, with $22.02 million anticipated for FY 17, representing an increase of 10.9% over the prior year.  Some 
questions were asked about sales tax revenue versus what was came in to other cities and whether or not a tax measure could be 
considered by voters.  Mr. Morreale described hotel tax trends, which had experienced a banner year with the recent Superbowl and 
other events. He showed a chart with neighboring cities’ hotel tax rate versus Milpitas’ 10%, rates between 10% – 14%. 
 
Mayor Esteves asked for a comparison to other cities in percentage of General Fund budget going to salaries and benefits, with the 
smallest amount allocated to contractual services and supplies.  
 
The Finance Director pointed out that the City had a lower number of staff (FTEs) over the last five years versus 2009 when there 
were 413.25 Full Time Equivalent employees, and would anticipate 331.25 FTEs in FY 2016-17.  Three new employees were 
requested and included in the draft budget: for Public Works (2 FTEs) and Engineering (1) funded by Utility operations.  Six FTE 
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changes were requested, related to title changes or reclassifications in Police, Public Works and Engineering. Equipment requests for 
next year were also reviewed. 
 
Staff explained public safety department requests that were deferred or based on alternative funding (from developer or from grants 
applied for). The Mayor questioned costs for the training toward the tiller truck, a new vehicle.  Vice Mayor Montano asked about 
funds given to the city to date for “community benefit” and how that was tracked. Finance staff responded it would be listed under 
“other revenue.”  
 
General Fund, Water Fund and Sewer Fund reserves were maintained at a very healthy level, above the required percent stated in City 
policies.   
 
Three new public safety positions were proposed, to be funded in the near future by the established Communities Facilities District.  
Councilmember Giordano asked why only one new police officer was requested (not more).  
 
Councilmember Grilli inquired about the Fire Inspector position. Mr. Morreale explained it would be funded at 75%, due to start in 
October, not at the start of the fiscal year. 
 
Councilmember Barbadillo asked about police officers at Great Mall and the costs borne by the Mall. Police Chief Pangelinan 
confirmed that the Great Mall was paying for two of four police officers dedicated there.  
 
Mr. Morreale recommended strengthening the PERS rate stabilization reserve. $2.8 million in one time funds were expected from a 
state sales tax adjustment income. Staff recommended those funds be put into the PERS reserve.  That fund then could go from $5.4 
million to $8.2 million to help offset increased PERS pension rates the City must pay. 
 
Upon presentation of a list of “Decision Points” for the City Council to consider, the Mayor went to the item “City Council Health 
Plan Restoration” as displayed by Finance Director. He proposed that this be restored, after it had been cut from the budget a few 
years ago, and along with City Council Commission Attendance Stipends (compensation sought as happened in other cities at $100 
stipend per meeting).  He also proposed the Planning Commission stipend go from $25 up to $75 per meeting.  Councilmember 
Giordano recommended that the Planning Commission go up to $100 per meeting and she supported restoration of health benefit for 
Councilmembers. 
 
Councilmember Grilli disagreed on all points by the Mayor.  Going to Commission meetings was part of the job, so she felt it was not 
appropriate to pay Councilmembers for that. She was not in favor of the health benefits being restored nor the Planning Commission 
going up with all the other needs in the City. 
 
Fiscal challengers were identified, with the highest one as rising pension (PERS) rates and increased health care costs for employees. 
 
Vice Mayor Montano felt the increasing stormwater mandates and infrastructure was the most critical item on the Finance Director’s 
list, especially due to all residents living in an earthquake area and the need to keep up all aspects of the city.  
 
The Council and Finance Director discussed historical PERS contribution rates and the unfunded liability for City of Milpitas in the 
coming years.  Also noted were costs for medical insurance premiums which continued to escalate. Charts were displayed of both 
costs over ten years or longer.  
 
Mayor Esteves wanted a more detailed comparison of total compensation of benefits as a percent of salary, for the County, the courts, 
and nearby similar sized cities. City Manager Williams responded that he would get the total compensation information and report 
back to the Council.  
 
The Finance Director listed “Opportunity Areas” in terms of potentially enhancing City revenues.  He also provided a five year 
forecast through 2021-22, along with its assumptions.  He described the amount of $400,000 likely to be available for the ten items 
listed (Decision Points list). He requested the Council make decisions about funding items on that list.  Councilmember Giordano 
asked the City Manager to prioritize the items on the list.  Then, Councilmember Giordano wanted to offer motions on a few items. 
 
She moved to go with the staff recommendation, change the Planning Commission amount to $100 per meeting stipend (up from $75), 
agreed with the bottom six items on the list. She suggested to later go back and review the top four.  Her motion was seconded by 
Councilmember Barbadillo.  
 
Mayor Esteves said he supported this motion to fund the items noted.  
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Councilmember Grilli responded that with three funding items that benefit the City Council along with the Planning Commission 
stipend increase, she did not support the motion.  While three other items she did want to support (maintenance workers and CDBG 
augmentation), and she could not support all six. 
 
Vice Mayor Montano commented about janitors’ wages, and past information she had requested and discussed. It bothered her if 
janitors did not get an increase in their pay. She was not going to vote for any of the motion, unless that was included in there.  
 
Councilmember Giordano’s motion was adopted by a vote of 3 Ayes (Esteves, Barbadillo and Giordano) and 2 Noes (Grilli and 
Montano). 
 
City Manager agreed to generate a memo with recommendation on the three positions recommended for funding and one other item. 
 
Councilmember Grilli asked if the minimum wage study would be brought back along with the issue of janitors wages soon. The 
Mayor replied.  She thought discussion should be held before June.  
 
Two more points, staff brought forward.  Staff was seeking Council agreement of the use of funds in the Community Facilities District 
in future years towards the new police office, dispatcher, and one 75% Fire Inspector with costs totaling $430,000.  Mr. Morreale 
stated these were the most immediate needs in terms of growth in the new areas of the City, to be funded by the established CFD.  
Also immediate was the need for increasing the PERS reserve. 
 
Upon a motion by Councilmember Grilli, seconded by Councilmember Giordano, the City Council voted unanimously to support the 
two positions described above.  
 
Discussion on the draft FY 2016-17 budget was concluded at 6:15 PM. 
 
The Mayor announced that the City Council would take a short break prior to the CIP discussion. The Council then reconvened at 6:31 
PM and Councilmember Giordano was absent for the second half of the meeting.  
 
 
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

 
The presentation on the Capital Improvement Program was given by the City Engineer Steven Machida. He provided highlights of the 
FY 2015-16 CIP accomplishments, highlights of the proposed FY 2016-17 CIP program, and plans for the next four years’ projects.  
 
Reflecting on completion of one of the current year’s major projects, Mr. Machida asked for an announcement from Renee Lorentzen, 
Recreation Services Manager.  She invited everyone on Wednesday, May 4 at 6:30 PM to the grand re-opening of the Milpitas 
Swimming Pools at the Milpitas Sports Center.   Next, Mr. Machida displayed work being completed presently for Milpitas Sports 
Center playing fields renovation project, due for completion June 1. This was well in advance of the anticipated events the City holds 
each year on July 4. 
 
Fifteen new CIP projects were added into the FY 2016-17 CIP. He distinguished “new” versus “planned” or previously identified or 
planned but not funded projects.  $43,643,256 was the total funding needed for FY 2016-17 in projects in the six types of project 
areas: Parks, Street, Water, Sewer, Storm Drain, and Community Improvements.  
 
$25 million in water bonds was one of the major cost items over the next five years of the CIP.  $64 million worth of projects had 
unidentified funding. The majority of CIP went to projects for the City’s utilities – water, sewer, and storm drain. The remainder was 
allocated to parks, streets and community improvements.  
 
Vice Mayor Montano asked about the storm category. Staff replied that for storm drain: when it rained, water that ran in streets and 
from hills would flow into drains, and ultimately to the bay.  Water was treated after traveling underground. He explained some of that 
flow and process.  
 
The City Engineer gave information in response to the meetings of the City Council Finance Subcommittee and at the Planning 
Commission.  He displayed a City Maintained Concrete Soundwall list. Mayor Esteves mentioned that he advocated to Caltrans that I-
680 needed additional soundwalls in Milpitas on the east side of the freeway, next to residential neighborhoods.  
 
Mr. Machida listed the projects for FY 2016-17 for each of the six categories.  
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Vice Mayor Montano asked questions about Planning Commission comments listed regarding City gateways, and a new shuttle 
service around the City.  Economic Development Manager Edesa Bitbadal responded that the city would work with businesses on 
development of a shuttle program to move employees around the city and to their workplaces. 
 
Councilmember Barbadillo asked about a new CIP, for City Standard Details, Guidelines and Specs. He wondered if the possible 
shuttle service was in reply to comments from the Planning Commission. Staff had been investigating this idea since the Superbowl. 
Ms. Bitbadal discussed recent experience with a small transportation shuttle in Milpitas during the time of the Superbowl last February 
and anticipated a study on a possible shuttle service in Milpitas.  Vice Mayor Montano asked who gave priority of a shuttle service 
over the Skate Park.  Planning Director Bill Ekern explained that staff was only presenting comments from Planning Commissioners, 
not any recommendation from staff per se.  Councilmember Grilli fully supported a comprehensive study for a shuttle service but she 
did not want to re-prioritize it over a skate park.  The need for a shuttle service would stand on its own. 
 
The City Manager commented on potential funding sources for a future shuttle service, which was unknown, and could be identified 
in the study.  A skate park would be funded by Park Improvement fees.  He remarked the City would not consider any shuttle or a 
future project until at least one year from now, closer to when the BART station was planned to open in October 2017.  Vice Mayor 
Montano felt the shuttle idea was a very good one, a grand idea, such as Union City and Palo Alto, and some cities in the central 
valley too.  A partnership with VTA would be useful for a shuttle service.  
 
Next, Mr. Machida continued to identify projects in the CIP.  
 
Mayor Esteves gave his own opinions about a skate park CIP, which some opposed in the City. He was concerned about safety and 
insurance required for this type of facility. He was totally opposed due to accident potential, maintenance, and community opposition. 
It was high cost versus limited benefit with a low number of users.  The Mayor wanted new lighting for Main Street prioritized and 
funded sooner than the Midtown Street Light Project was proposed, which was not until 2020-21.  He felt that new lighting should be 
installed sooner. City Manager Williams mentioned a potential Business Improvement District for that area, once property owner Mr. 
Cracolice came on board with the idea recently.  
 
Mayor Esteves reported that two ideas came up at a recent meeting to discuss the International Park idea. Along Main St. was likely 
too small.  The new idea was to have corners identified along Main St. to highlight international countries along Main St (not 
necessarily at one park location).  
 
Vice Mayor Montano agreed that Main Street needed continued improvement.  She agreed with the idea of a business association 
along the street.  She had received complaints from older neighbors about streets being too dark in some areas of the city.  City 
Engineer Mr. Machida replied that he could get back to her after conferring with the Transportation Engineer, about the status of 
installation of newer LED street lights on particular streets in the city.  
 
Mayor Esteves wanted to know if Engineering did the street projects with assuming a Pavement Condition Index of 70. Staff said yes. 
He asked about the Alviso Adobe structure and timeline for its improvement. He wanted to know when it would open to the public, 
after all the studies and plans.  Mr. Machida could talk to the design team, find out the schedule, and get back to him.  
 
Mayor Esteves said he had heard of the need for renovation of caretaker house at Higuera Adobe. He asked for the status of that. City 
Manager pointed to page 42 for the park improvements. Public Works Director Nina Hawk reported that the caretaker cottage needed 
a lot of assessment for work, with extra care especially if it was deemed historical.  There were disrepair issues, with a plan to work on 
the roof in the next five months. Mayor Esteves urged the structure’s saving and to be preserved.  
 
The Mayor suggested the City could help preserve the Weller estate,  now empty. That could be explored for the City acquiring it as a 
future park.  City Manager Williams said it could be added that to the CIP and respond to Council later on. It may be in the county 
area, while timeline were needed, the Mayor said. 
 
Vice Mayor Montano reported that the play structures at Sunnyhills Park were corroded and needed attention. She felt it should be 
replaced.  Mr. Machida replied stating that if there was any safety issue, it would certainly be taken care of.  
 
Mayor Esteves asked where to find cricket fields in the CIP.  City Manager said those were not appropriate to be in CIP. One was part 
of the fields almost done at Sports Center, and the other would be in the TASP area, with funding from those fees.   
 
Mr. Williams could bring back a capital plan for the TASP area, for all the planned improvements in that area of the City, where they 
were not competing for funds in the CIP.  
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Vice Mayor Montano asked how staff did prioritize parks for funding.  Mr. Machida replied with safety issues first. Then, segregate 
the projects those across the city.  She wanted a list of parks that had been worked on, what was finished and she sought equity. She 
still wanted that list on what parks were funded when. City Manager Williams replied that the Parks Master Plan would have all of 
that laid out.  Recreation Services Manager Renee Lorentzen commented that staff had worked on what needed attention most and 
soonest, when determining the CIP projects for the next year. 
 
Mr. Machida reported that on the temporary cricket fields, that went out to bid the previous Friday for what would be built at Dixon 
Landing Park and at the Milpitas Sports Center. 
 
The Mayor commented that with regard to Community Improvements, he had an e-mail from the Arts Commission Chair about a 
performing arts center.  He asked if that would be part of Community Improvements section of CIP and staff said yes. 
 
City Manager Williams responded on a past study, under Economic Development Corporation, done in the past to renovate the 
Community Center.  There was no funding from Redevelopment any longer to even consider funding it. Another study was on the SW 
corner of Tasman and Barber Lane buildings, as possibility but it was too expensive, with no identifiable funding.  
 
Vice Mayor Montano felt the old Mervyn’s site would be ideal for a performing arts theatre and the City should look into that.  City 
Manager replied that Shappell would not want to sell it, as they had plans for that site.  
 
Councilmember Grilli commented that with regard to a community theatre (performing arts space), she noted that the Mayor was on a 
Subcommittee on facilities with the school district, so  maybe a joint use could be had at the old site, a former theatre that the school 
district used in the past but was not in use presently.  
 
Next Utilities CIPs were discussed.  Vice Mayor Montano asked if the was system on high pressure during an earthquake and did the 
Fire Department have infrastructure in place to handle a large earthquake.  Staff explained there were many grids or loops as possible, 
for secondary sources and for different directions of travel, in preparation of a major disaster.  The Public Works Director replied that 
water was under pressure and would be affected after an earthquake, with water main breaks. Public Works and Fire planned for that.  
 
Mr. Machida said pipes typically have age of about 50 years, same as the city’s age. Infrastructure pipes – all around the bay area this 
was an issue to work toward replacement or improvements of underground pipes for water. 
 
Councilmember Barbadillo asked which part of the costs (water) for pipes was in the CIP.  The City Manager responded with 
information found on page 100 for the Well Upgrade project, and revenue partly comes from increased water rates. He asked further 
details on funding of CIP infrastructure projects and water revenues.  
 
Councilmember Barbadillo inquired with further detailed questions about water pipes, fees collected and allocated for replacement.  
 
Mayor Esteves asked about storm drain projects and unfunded storm drain projects (page 149).  He pointed out on page 13 on the 
Summary the amount of $21 million in unfunded total storm drain improvements that were needed.  
 
The following items were summarized by the City Manager, as identified priorities of the City Council for the CIP, based on 
discussions:  

1. Look at the possible future acquisition of the Weller house 
2. Prioritize the concept of a shuttle transportation service  
3. Prioritize bringing Main Street landscape, lighting and street trees improvements soon 
4. Bring forward the Alviso Adobe renovations for occupancy and a possible museum 
5. Prioritize the Higuera Adobe caretaker’s cottage renovation  
6. Consider concept of performing arts center, its funding, and approach MUSD about joint use of former theatre space 

 
Mayor Esteves inquired about entryways or gateways to the City.  The City Manager replied that a study was already underway about 
that including trees.  Mr. Ekern replied that a study was done, but needed to identify funding.  Mr. Williams said that could be funded 
by community benefit funds.  
 
Councilmember Barbadillo inquired about having charging stations for electric vehicles in the City.  Mr. Machida said the CIP streets 
section would move ahead, for City Hall and the Library, in particular.  The Councilmember asked about a water storage tank.  Mr. 
Machida noted a project in the CIP was identified and another for wells (depends on the water bonds). 
 
Mr. Ekern commented that identifying a site for a reservoir within the city was the biggest issue. The Planning Department was 
working with Engineering trying to identify where land might be available. 
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Mayor Esteves always heard traffic complaints from resident.  He wondered if the City could have a study realistically. Mr. Ekern – 
remarked most CIPs on streets issues did address traffic matters.  With new development projects, improvements helped traffic too.  
Mr. Williams noted that the General Plan update would include a Traffic and Circulation Element addressing traffic issues.  
 
The Mayor asked about costs for Elections and whether that included ballot measures. City Clerk Mary Lavelle replied the budget did 
include funds for two ballot measures (extension of Urban Growth Boundary and Hillside ordinances). More could go on the ballot so 
the City Manager recommended taking the needed funds for those from reserves, for one time costs. 
 
Councilmember Grill announced she needed to depart the meeting at 8:41 PM due to an emergency, and did so.  
 
Mayor Esteves invited comments from the audience. 
 
Robert Marini, Milpitas resident, said in the draft CIP and in the budget, Council transferred costs of irrigation fees as part of a $25 
million bond with $10 million for irrigation that did not go to residents of Milpitas.  The City reduced fees for people who use the 
irrigation water, so the public was subsidizing those who used that water. Costs for the service should be on those who use it.  He felt 
that was a violation of the law with no clear notice to the public about a bond measure.  
 
City Manager Williams summarized prioritized the CIP items anew, as noted above numbers 1 – 6.  He then added:  

7. Funding for gateway projects as designed 
8. International park or an amenity  

 
Mayor Esteves asked about funding for the International Park. Staff referred page 210.  The Mayor wanted to know about 
implementation of that project. $500,000 was the initial funding approved for the study of such a park. He wanted to know the 
augmented funding for a park in the near future. City Manager replied the site needed to be identified and then plans developed. 
 
Vice Mayor Montano urged looking around to find a different site along Main Street, have an international site, but Main St. was not 
fixed so why put it in before the street was done.  Mr. Williams said staff could integrate it in with improvements getting done. Mayor 
Esteves said it could be either a park or an amenity for international cultures celebrated, with funds needed.  
 
Mayor Esteves thanked the staff for working as a team successfully, for the common good of the city and its residents.  
 
Upon motion by Councilmember Barbadillo, seconded by Vice Mayor Montano, the City Council approved moving the eight items as 
discussed for the next year’s CIP.   The motion was adopted on a vote of 3 Ayes and 2 Absent (Giordano and Grilli).  
 
 

ADJOURNMENT  Mayor Esteves adjourned the Special City Council meeting at 8:50 PM. 
 
 
 

 
The foregoing minutes were approved, as amended, by the Milpitas City Council on May 17, 2016. 

 
 
 

_______________________________________ 
Mary Lavelle 

Milpitas City Clerk 



FY 2016-2017 Mid-Year Follow Up Budget Appropriation Requests Fund Impact

Item Description Department

Sale of 

McCandless 

Property

Equipment 

Replacement 

Fund

General 

Government/ 

Community 

Improvements 

CIP

 Revenue/Prior Fund Balance        7,776,832        9,695,000          21,667,000 

1 MedEvac Police (406,465)            

2

MILO Range Theatre 180 

System Police            (83,204)                (16,075)
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(83,204)          (422,540)            
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Memorandum 

To: Honorable Mayor and Members of the Milpitas 

City Council 
File No.: 38077.00100 

From: City Attorney’s Office  

Meeting 

Date: 

April 18, 2017 

Re: City Flag Policy and Potential Prohibition of Certain Flags   

BACKGROUND 

The City of Milpitas currently has a policy for flying national and other flags on City 

property enacted through Milpitas Municipal Code, Chapter 600.  Under the Code, most City 

flagpoles are limited to flying the Flags of the United States, State of California, and City of 

Milpitas.  However, the Code identifies two locations in the City where citizens may fly flags of 

other nations. 

The first location is at Higuera Adobe Park, where the City owns two large flagpoles.   

Under the Code, flags of other nations in existence since 1954 may be ceremonially flown on 

one of the flagpoles, subject to City Council approval.  When flags of other nations are flown, 

the Flag of the United States must be flown simultaneously on the other flagpole and shall be 

equal to or larger in size than the flag of the other nation.1 

The second set of locations are ground-level ceremonies.  Under the Code, flags of other 

nations in existence since 1954 may be flown in the City Hall Rotunda, the area adjacent to the 

City Hall Pond, the Community Center, and the City Council Chambers, subject to City Council 

approval.  These are “ground-level” ceremonies so the flags must be flown on their own 

flagstaff, flagstand or similar device and not be taller than ten feet.  No use of City flagpoles is 

permitted for these ceremonies.2 

To date, the City has never adopted an ordinance, resolution, or policy which restricts the 

flying of flags based upon the specific nation a flag represents. 

Milpitas has a thriving and vibrant Vietnamese-American community.  Sadly, many 

Vietnamese-Americans were forced to escape to America as refugees during the War as the 

communists took over the country.  Further, it is well documented that the current communist 

government of Vietnam has shown a pattern of suppression of speech and freedom of religion, 

along with other human rights abuses. Therefore, the Vietnamese-American Community 

continues to actively call for the removal of the communist regime. 

As a result, two flags have now come to symbolize Vietnam. The first is the official 

national flag of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam.  The second is the Vietnamese Heritage and 

                                                 
1   M.M.C. §§I-600-3.10 – I-600-3.40    
2   M.M.C. §§I-600-2.30 – I-600-2.40 
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Freedom Flag.  This is the flag of the former democratic Republic of Vietnam (South Vietnam) 

and has come to symbolize resistance to the current communist regime as well as hope for a free 

and democratic Republic of Vietnam.  On the other hand, for many Vietnamese-Americans, the 

sight of the current Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag arouses strong feelings of pain, fear, and 

anger - much as the flags of Nazi Germany or the former Soviet Union would arouse such 

feelings in persons who lived under those brutal regimes. 

There has been a request for the City Council to consider adoption of a resolution similar 

to what the City of San Jose adopted on January 12, 2017.  The resolution does fundamentally 

two things.  First, it recognizes the Vietnam Heritage and Freedom Flag as the official flag of the 

City’s Vietnamese-American community.  Secondly, it expresses opposition to the flying of the 

Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag in the City of San Jose.   

QUESTION PRESENTED 

May the City Council adopt a resolution similar to San Jose's resolution that prohibits the 

flying of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag in the City? 

SHORT ANSWER 

The City Council may adopt a resolution similar to San Jose’s resolution, but not 

identical, because it cannot prohibit the flying of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag in the 

entire City.   

The City has a current policy where it has opened up the City-owned flagpoles at Higuera 

Adobe Park, and at City property where ground-level ceremonies may be held, where flags of 

other nations may be flown.  By opening up these two locations to other flags, the City has 

created a “limited public forum.” It is important to note that the City of San Jose has not created 

similar limited public forums, but has instead, kept its flag poles closed to speech activities, 

including the flying of flags of other countries.  In a limited public forum, the City cannot 

prohibit speech based on the viewpoint it represents without violating the First Amendment.  As 

such, the City cannot prohibit the flying of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag based on the 

views it represents in the locations covered by the City’s existing flag policy.  The City Council 

can, however, prohibit the flying of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag in all other areas of 

the City that do not constitute limited public forums.  This would include any other flag poles in 

the City, including those in the front of City Hall, and at all other locations in the City that have 

not been opened up by the City for speech purposes. 

Another option would be for the City to amend its policy to eliminate the City’s existing 

flag policy altogether.  In other words, private citizens would no longer be allowed to fly flags of 

other nations on City-owned flagpoles or at ground-level ceremonies.  The displays would be 

limited to the Flags of the United States, State of California, and City of Milpitas and any other 

flags that the City authorizes to display in its policy.  By amending the policy, the City turns the 

City-owned flagpoles and ground level ceremony locations into a “non-public forum” where the 
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City has control over content.  This means if the policy is amended so a non-public forum is 

created, the Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag could be prohibited along with all other flags of 

other foreign nations without violating the First Amendment. 

To sum up, the City Council has the following options: 

1. It can adopt a resolution similar to San Jose’s resolution, but not identical.  The 

resolution could recognize the Vietnam Heritage and Freedom Flag as the official 

flag of the City’s Vietnamese-American community, and prohibit the flying of the 

Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag, but only on the flagpoles and at locations not 

covered by the City’s existing flag policy.  This will ensure the City does not 

violate the First Amendment by limiting the prohibition to areas that are non-

public forums. 

2. It can direct staff to repeal the City’s existing flag policy and turn the existing 

limited public forums at Higuera Adobe Park, and at ground level ceremony 

locations, into non-public forums.  This would allow the City Council to adopt a 

resolution prohibiting the flying of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag in the 

entire City, including the locations covered by the City’s existing flag policy.  By 

turning the limited public forums into non-public forums, the City will have more 

leeway to prohibit speech at these locations. 

3. It can adopt a resolution only recognizing the Vietnam Heritage and Freedom 

Flag as the official flag of the City’s Vietnamese-American community, but not 

prohibiting the flying of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag.  This would not 

raise any First Amendment issues as no viewpoint based prohibition on the flying 

of flags would occur. 

ANALYSIS 

I.      The First Amendment’s “forum” doctrine 

The City’s level of control over what flags may be flown at the Higuera Adobe flagpoles 

and at ground-level ceremonies will depend upon what type of “forum” the locations represent. 

The First Amendment does not dictate that a governmental entity must allow speech 

equally at all places and at all times.3  The extent to which a city may constitutionally control 

access to City-owned property for speech purposes depends upon the nature of the property at 

issue.  The Supreme Court and Federal Circuit Courts have adopted a “forum analysis” which 

prescribes how and when the City may regulate speech. Those various forums include the 

following: 

                                                 
3 Cornelius v. NAACP Legal Def. & Educ. Fund, Inc. (1985) 473 U.S. 788.  
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• Traditional Public Forum/Designated Public Forum 

• Non-Public Forum 

• Limited Public Forum 

In a traditional public forum, such as the streets and sidewalks, a government’s authority 

to restrict speech of private citizens is most limited.  Because this space has long been “devoted 

to assembly and debate,”4 a government may only restrict the content of private speech in this 

space if its regulation is “narrowly drawn” to “serve a compelling state interest.”5  Few 

restrictions survive this test.  A government may also create a designated public forum in less 

traditional space if it intentionally designates that property for public speech (e.g. a “speaker’s 

corner” in a public park).  If a government does so, the same strict rules will apply. 

At the other end of the spectrum is a nonpublic forum, a space that is not by tradition or 

designation a forum for free speech by private citizens.  Examples include City office buildings, 

yards/repair facilities, City newsletters/websites, etc.   In this space, governmental restrictions are 

permitted if they are “reasonable,” and “not an effort to suppress the speaker’s activity due to 

disagreement with the speaker’s view.”6  Cities have the widest latitude to regulate speech here, 

including control over content. 

Lastly, Courts have also recognized an intermediate category – the limited public forum. 

This is an otherwise nonpublic forum that the government has intentionally opened only to 

certain groups or for the discussion of certain topics.7  In this space, a government may regulate 

so long as it does so reasonably and without targeting one viewpoint on a particular issue over 

another.8  

II.        The Flagpoles at the Higuera Adobe Park and Ground Level Ceremony Locations 
are Currently a Limited Public Forum 

The City-owned flagpoles at the Higuera Adobe Park as well as City property where 

ground-level ceremonies are conducted are limited public forums.  This is because, subject to the 

criteria set forth in the Municipal Code, the City allows private citizens to fly the flags of other 

nations on City property.  Therefore, the City’s current policy has changed the Higuera Adobe 

flagpoles and ground-level ceremony areas into a limited public forum.  This also means that any 

attempt to limit speech in this forum, including the flying of a flag, based on the viewpoint it 

represents, will likely violate the First Amendment.  This would be viewed as impermissible 

viewpoint discrimination under the First Amendment. 

                                                 
4 Perry Edu. Ass’n v. Perry Local Educ. Ass’n, (1983) 460 U.S. 37, 45. 

5 Id. at 45. 

6 Int’l Soc. for Krishna Consciousness v. Lee, (1992) 505 U.S. 672, 679. 

7 Hopper v. City of Pasco, 241 F. 3d 1067, 1074 (9th Cir. 2001) 

8 Id.   
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Unfortunately, the fact that Vietnamese-Americans would find the flying of the Socialist 

Republic of Vietnam flag shocking or offensive is not a factor that courts find valid in order to 

prohibit certain speech under the First Amendment.  The Supreme Court has historically held 

that the right to free speech includes the right to deeply offend others by the use or abuse of 

symbols, including flags.9  While the Court has noted a limited exception from First Amendment 

protection for “fighting words,”  - limited to “personal insults to the person addressed which by 

their very utterance tend to incite an immediate breach of the peace.”10  The Court has applied 

this exception very narrowly to person-to-person insults that are likely to escalate into physical 

violence.  General offensive that is directed at a group, community, or the government, are 

unfortunately protected by the First Amendment.11 

The Supreme Court has even allowed speech to proceed where the display would likely 

be traumatic to a certain group of viewers.  For example, the Court held that the American Nazi 

Party could peacefully march through a predominantly Jewish neighborhood near Chicago while 

displaying Nazi flags, armbands and banners.  The Court noted that a significant number of the 

residents were Holocaust survivors and the march was intended to distress and severely offend 

them.  Nonetheless, the Court recognized the Nazis’ right to this form of “speech” offensive as it 

was.12  Overall, we are aware of no court decisions that authorize the limiting of otherwise 

symbolic speech directed to a group or community because it would be offensive or even 

traumatic to certain members of that community. 

We note that under the City’s Code, ground-level and Higuera Adobe flag ceremonies are 

subject to City Council approval after a public hearing.13  Public hearings can raise First 

Amendment issues, particularly with offensive speech.  Public hearings are intended to gather 

public testimony for or against a proposed decision.  In most cases, this fosters information-

gathering and the democratic process.  However, if the City was to object to certain speech 

because it was deemed offensive or impacted mental health, the City would commit viewpoint 

discrimination.  Prohibiting speech in a limited public forum because it is offensive or unpopular 

would likely be viewed as the exercise of “unfettered discretion” in order to silence certain 

viewpoints.14  Courts have deemed this violates the First Amendment. 

Overall, as long as the City’s current policy remains in effect, the City will not be able to 

prohibit the flying of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag at the Higuera Adobe flagpoles or at 

ground-level ceremonies, offensive as the flag may be to the community. 

 

                                                 
9 Texas v. Johnson, (1989) 491 U.S. 397 (1989) (burning American Flag in protest held to be First Amendment protected speech) 
10 Chaplinsky v. State of New Hampshire, (1942) 315 U.S. 568. 
11 Cohen v. State, (1971) 403 U.S. 15 (Vietnam War protester’s wearing a “f**k the draft” t-shirt was protected speech and not “fighting words”) 
12 Nat’l Socialist Party of America v. Village of Skokie, (1977) 432 U.S. 43.   While the Nazi Party was planning to march down a public street (a 

traditional public forum), and the Higuera Adobe flagpoles and ground-level ceremonies are currently a limited public forum, under either 

standard, the City cannot discriminate based upon the speaker’s viewpoint.   
13 M.M.C. §§I-600-2.30 & I-600-3.40  
14 Vo v. City of Garden Grove (2004) 115 Cal.App.4th 425; Dease v. City of Anaheim, (1993) 826 F. Supp. 336  
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III.      The City’s Options Moving Forward 

Based on the legal framework that governs this issue discussed above, the City has the 

following options: 

A. The City Council can adopt a resolution similar to San Jose’s, but not identical. 

The City Council is free to adopt a resolution that recognizes the Vietnam Heritage and 

Freedom Flag as the official flag of the City’s Vietnamese-American community and that 

prohibits the flying of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag, but only on the flagpoles and at 

locations not covered by the City’s existing flag policy.  This will ensure the City does not 

violate the First Amendment by limiting the prohibition to areas that are non-public forums.   

Under this option, the City Attorney’s office will need to carefully craft a resolution that 

prohibits the flying of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag but only at those locations in the 

City that have not been opened up for speech.  This would include all non-public forum locations 

in the City, including the flagpoles at the front of City Hall, and any other flagpoles that are not 

currently open for free speech. 

B. The City Council could direct staff to repeal the City’s existing flag policy. 

By directing staff to repeal the City’s existing flag policy, it would turn the existing 

limited public forums at Higuera Adobe Park, and at ground level ceremony locations, into non-

public forums.  This would allow the City Council to adopt a resolution prohibiting the flying of 

the Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag in the entire City, including the locations covered by the 

City’s existing flag policy.  By turning the limited public forums into non-public forums, the 

City will have more leeway to prohibit speech at these locations. 

The City Attorney’s office is sensitive to the fact that the City’s existing flag policy was 

the outgrowth of many hours of work by City staff, councilmembers, and the community.  Thus, 

to do away with the City’s existing flag policy may not be preferred, but it truly is the only legal 

mechanism to allow for a prohibition of the flying of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag at 

the Higuera Adobe Park and at ground level ceremony locations.   

It is important to note that the City of San Jose has a similar policy as this option 

provides.  More specifically, it appears that the City of San Jose has not opened its flagpoles to 

expressive speech by private citizens.   According to the City’s most recent policy on the subject 

(Oct., 2006), their flagpoles are already a nonpublic forum.  Therefore, the City has control over 

which flags are displayed and may prohibit any flag without violating the First Amendment.    

https://www.sanjoseca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/3853 

C. The City Council can adopt a resolution only recognizing the Vietnam Heritage 

and Freedom Flag and not prohibiting the Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag 
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The City Council is always free to adopt a resolution solely recognizing the Vietnam 

Heritage and Freedom Flag as the official flag of the City’s Vietnamese-American community.  

In order to avoid any First Amendment issues, however, it could not also prohibit the flying of 

the Socialist Republic of Vietnam flag unless it fit the prohibition into one of the two options 

above.  The City Council’s recognition of the Vietnam Heritage and Freedom Flag would not 

raise any First Amendment issues as no viewpoint based prohibition would be occurring. 

CHRISTOPHER J. DIAZ 

WILLIAM PRIEST 



CITY OF MILITAS 
POLICY AND APPLICATION FORM 

FOR FLAG CEREMONY 
 
 

The City desires to encourage respect and reverence for the flags of the United States of America, the State of California, and the City 
of Milpitas.  For this purpose, flag poles have been erected in the City to allow display of these flags as symbols of the precepts 
enunciated in the Constitutions of the United States and the State of California. 
 
This application form has been prepared to provide for the orderly conduct of flag ceremonies in the City of Milpitas.  At the present 
time, there are two ceremonial flag poles at the Higuera Adobe.  The two poles at Adobe Park are to remain vacant and will be used 
only for flag ceremonies.  One pole will be for the United States Flag and the other pole for the flag of other nations.  Flag poles are 
also situated outside City Hall at 455 E. Calaveras Blvd.  Your organization’s flag may not be larger than the United States flag.  Both 
flags must be removed at the end of the ceremony. 
 
This application should be submitted to the City Manager’s office at least forty-five (45) days prior to the requested ceremony date to 
allow time to advertise a public hearing before the City Council.  All ceremonies must be approved by the City Council.  No group 
shall have more than one (1) flag ceremony per calendar year.  All ceremonies should be conducted in accordance with applicable 
provisions of the United States Code and the California Government Code related to proper display of flags.  These code are available 
online at www.uscode.house.gov and www.leginfo.ca.gov.  The City Clerk may provide paper copy of the appropriate codes upon 
request also. 
 
 

Date of Request:  Time of Request:  

Name of Requesting Agency:  

Address:  

City:  State:  Zip Code:  

Contact Person:  

Business Phone:  Home Phone:  

E-mail Address:  Cell Phone:  
 
Proposed Activity (please specify the flag to be flown, date of ceremony, and estimated duration): 
 
  

  

  

 
We agree to conduct ourselves in a manner, which encourages respect of the flag of the United States of America.  In addition, it is 
understood that the requesting organization will be responsible for providing any special equipment, including the flag to be flown.  A 
United States flag may be obtained from the City Clerk’s office from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, if one is needed.  
A written request must accompany your request to ensure that the flag is being released to the authorized individual or group.  The 
United States flag must be returned to the City Clerk’s office the next business day after the ceremony between 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 
p.m.  You should contact the City Clerk’s office at 586-3001 if you need additional information or assistance. 
 
 
   

Signature of Applicant  Date 
 
 
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY: 
 
 
APPROVED: 
 
CITY COUNCIL:  APPROVED  DENIED   

      DATE OF COUNCIL ACTION 
 

Revised:  April 2008 

5B



I-600-2.30 Exception—Sister City Flags and City Council Approved Ground Level Ceremonies

(1)

The flag of the country and that of a city officially recognized by the City Council as a Sister City may be
displayed in lieu of the MIA/POW flag and the flag of the State of California on two of the four flag poles
located at the rear of City Hall adjacent to the pond during the time of the Sister City delegation's visit to the
City of Milpitas.

(2)

The City Council may, after a public hearing, direct City staff to permit the ground level display of a flag of
another nation in existence after 1954, only at the following specified locations at the Civic Center complex or
the City of Milpitas Community Center:

(1)

City Hall Rotunda

(2)

Area adjacent to pond at City Hall

(3)

City of Milpitas Community Center

(4)

City Council Chambers

Said flag display shall not be permitted on City Hall Display Flag Poles and shall only be permitted on a
flagstaff, flagstand or similar device which does not cause the flag height to exceed ten (10) feet.

(Ord. No. 260.1, § 2, 1/17/12; Ord. 260 (part), 6/3/03)

I-600-2.40 City Approval

All ground level ceremonies must be approved by the City Council. Any party intending to conduct a ground
level ceremony at one of the designated locations shall submit an application to the Office of the City Manager,
on a form approved by the City Council, at least thirty (30) days prior to the requested ceremony date. A public
hearing will be held regarding each ground level ceremony application prior to its approval or denial by the City
Council.

(Ord. No. 260.1, § 2, 1/17/12; Ord. 260 (part), 6/3/03)



ATTACHMENT A 

INVENTORY OF CITY AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

 Affordable Year Senior/ Target Expiration

Affordable Developments Units Built Tenure Family Affordability Date 

Terrace Gardens 148 1989 Rental Senior 148 L (Section 8) None (a) 

186 Beresford Court

Summerfield Homes 22 1999 Ownership Family 22 L 2029 

Great Mall Parkway & S. Abel Street

Parc West 68 2005 Rental Family 35 L, 33 M 2045 

950 South Main Street

Senior Housing Solutions 5 2007 Rental Family 5 ELI Individuals None (a) 

751 Vasona

Devries Place Senior Housing 103 2008 Rental Senior 102 VL, 1 M None (a) 

163 N. Main Street

Scattered Sites on Edsel Court 4 2008 Rental Family 4 VL 2063 

(1129 and 1143) and Shirley

Drive (1116 and 1124) 

Aspen Family Apartments 101 2009 Rental Family 100 VL, 1M None (a) 

60 Mihalakis Drive

Senior Housing Solutions 5 2011 Rental Senior 5 ELI Individuals None (a) 

1170 N. Park Victoria

TOTAL 456 

Mixed-Income Projects

Sunnyhills Apartments 149 1971 Rental Family Section 8 2018 

1724 Sunnyhills Drive

Montevista Apartments 153 2001 Rental Family 77 VL, 76L 2040 

1001 S. Main Street

Crossing at Montague 94 2003 Rental Family 94 VL None (a) 

775 E. Capitol

Parc Metro 28 2005 Ownership Family 10 L, 18 M None (a) 

S. Main Street and E. Curtis Avenue

Parc Place 58 2006 Ownership Family 18 VL, 6 L, 34 M 2051 

E. Curtis Avenue and Hammond Way

Luna at Terra Serena 25 2007 Ownership Family 25 M 2052 

E. and W. Sides of Abel Street, N. of 

Curtis Avenue

Paragon 29 2007 Ownership Family 9 VL, 20M 2044 

1696 S. Main Street

Terra Serena 63 2007 Ownership Family 63 M 2062 

E. and W. Sides of Abel Street, N. of 

Curtis Avenue

Centria East 26 2008 Ownership Family 9 VL, 7 L, 10M 2053 

Great Mall Parkway and Main Street

Town Center Villas 16 2008 Ownership Family 16 M 2054 

300 Shaughnessy Drive

Cerano Apartments 88 2011 Rental Family 20 VL, 30 L 38 M 2064 

Murphy Ranch Road 

South Main Street Senior Lifestyles 48 Under Rental Family 48 VL 2069 

1600 S. Main Construction

Shea Properties 8  2014 Rental Family 8 VL None (a) 

S. Main and S. Abel  
Coyote Creek 7  2014 Ownership Family 7 L 2059 

Murphy Ranch Road  
TOTAL 792 

GRAND TOTAL 1,248

Note:

(a) Affordable units with no expiration date must remain affordable in perpetuity.

Sources: City of Milpitas, 2014; BAE, 2014.
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ATTACHMENT B 

 

RDA FUNDED AFFORDABLE HOUSING PROJECTS 

1999-2014 

 

 

Total Total City Type of Funding Affordability Level Tenure

Project Name Units Funding Loans Grants Land Above Mod Mod Low Very Low Owner Renter

2009-2006

DeVries Place Senior Housing 103 $9,600,000 $9,600,000 0 1 0 102 0 103

Aspen Family Apartments 101 $2,300,000 $2,300,000 0 1 0 100 0 101

Centria East 137 $770,000 $770,000 111 10 7 9 137 0

Crossing at Montague Apartments 470 $1,190,000 $1,190,000 376 0 0 94 0 470

Montevista Apartments 306 $3,000,000 $3,000,000 0 153 76 77 0 306

Parc Metro 382 $1,500,000 $1,500,000 354 18 10 0 382 0

Senior Group Home (Senior Housing Solutions) 1 $800,000 $800,000 0 0 0 1 0 1

Parc Place 258 $1,974,000 $1,974,000 200 34 6 18 258 0

1999-2007 Total 1,758 $21,134,000 $21,134,000 $0 $0 1,041 217 99 401 777 981

2007-2014

Paragon 147 $1,199,997 $1,199,997 118 20 0 9 147 0

Terra Serena 94 $6,500,000 $1,800,000 $4,700,000 31 63 0 0 94 0

Town Center Villas 65 $800,000 $800,000 49 16 0 0 65 0

Senior Group Home (Senior Housing Solutions) 1 $750,000 $750,000 0 0 0 1 0 1

South Main Senior Lifestyles 389 $12,400,000 $12,400,000 341 0 0 48 0 389

2007-2014 Total 696 $21,649,997 $4,549,997 $4,700,000 $12,400,000 539 99 0 58 306 390

1999-2014 TOTAL 2,454 $42,783,997 $25,683,997 $4,700,000 $12,400,000 1,580 316 99 459 1,083 1,371

Sources: City of Milpitas, 2014; BAE, 2014.
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

CONTACT: Steve Chan [3324]

$0

Rehabilitation of Existing Capital Assets or SystemsPRIORITY:

Uncommitted Balance as of 2/17/2017:

NOTES:

The heavy winter storms of 2016/17 caused a portion of Calaveras Road east of 
Evans/Piedmont Road to become unstable and heave requiring the road to be 
closed. An emergency repair is underway at this time to open the road. This new 
project was developed to fund a more significance longer term repair.

FINANCE  NOTES

4/18/17 City Council created the project to amend the 2016-2021 with adoption of the FY2017-2020 CIP including Budget Approprriation of $1.2M.

DIAGRAMDESCRIPTION

This project will provide for the repair of the city owned segment of Calaveras Road 
from Evans/Piedmont Road to the city limit.

4285 Calaveras Road Repair 1

Category Project Estimate Level

Street Improvement

ESTIMATED COST Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

210,000 0 0 0 0 0 210,000Design

15,000 0 0 0 0 0 15,000Administration

75,000 0 0 0 0 0 75,000Inspection

900,000 0 0 0 0 0 900,000Improvements

Totals 1,200,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,200,000

FINANCING Total2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22Prior Year

1,200,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,200,000Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT)

Totals 1,200,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,200,000

1Printed 4/10/2017 10:41:43 AM
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City of Milpitas

2017-22 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Notes

Justification Notes

(No Data)

(No Data)

2Printed 4/10/2017 10:41:43 AM
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2011-2012 SANTA CLARA COUNTY 
     CIVIL GRAND JURY REPORT 

1 
 

 
 
 

AN ANALYSIS OF PENSION AND OTHER POST 
EMPLOYMENT BENEFITS  

  
Issue  
 
After reviewing the Comprehensive Annual Financial Reports (CAFRs) of all cities, 
towns and the County of Santa Clara (hereafter referred to as City or Cities1), the Grand 
Jury was struck by the extent that the pensions and Other Post Employment Benefits 
(OPEB) (collectively “Benefits”) were underfunded.  Subsequently, the Grand Jury 
sought to answer the following question:  “Is the cost of providing pension and other 
post employment benefits interfering with the delivery of essential City services and is 
the ultimate cost to the taxpayers a bearable burden?” 
 
Introduction 
 
The Grand Jury developed a survey to gather information from the Cities and the 
County.  The Survey and responses are important to this report and the Grand Jury 
encourages readers to read the Survey questionnaire provided in Appendix A before 
continuing. Due to the technical complexity of this report, the Grand Jury has provided a 
glossary of the terminology used throughout this report (Appendix B).  Acronyms are 
also included in the glossary.   
 
CalPERS2 requires Cities to contribute sufficient funds, held in trust, to pay for pension 
benefits as they are earned.  This helps to ensure sufficient funding is in place to 
provide the promised pension benefits.  This trust money is invested and expected to 
return a long-range investment return as high as 7.50%3 (after expenses).  It is these 
investment earnings that are expected to pay for as much as 70%4 of the cost of 
pension benefits.  
 

                                            
1 Cities as defined in this report include: Santa Clara County; the cities of Campbell, Cupertino, Gilroy, 
Los Altos, Milpitas, Monte Sereno, Morgan Hill, Mountain View, Palo Alto, San Jose, Santa Clara, 
Saratoga, Sunnyvale; and the towns of Los Altos Hills and Los Gatos,  
2 The California Public Employees' Retirement System (CalPERS) is an agency in the California 
executive branch that manages pension and health benefits for California public employees, retirees, and 
their families.[ 
3 CalPERS recently reduced this rate from 7.75%. 
4 Expected to decline as investment yield declines. 
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According to interviews, historically high investment earnings in the early 1990s 
spawned the belief that expensive pension enhancements could be granted and paid for 
by the excess investment earnings without compromising the Cities’ ability to afford 
other services.  Once these pension enhancements are granted to an employee, they 
generally cannot be retracted unless a substantially comparable replacement is offered, 
a concept referred to as vested rights. Cities reported that they felt compelled to 
enhance benefits to attract and retain the best work force possible.  
   
In addition to pensions, employers provide OPEB consisting primarily of health care 
benefits.  Unlike pension funding requirements, there is no requirement for Cities to pre-
fund the cost of OPEB benefits.  As a result, most Cities have not funded OPEB 
benefits and have accrued large OPEB debts.  Escalating health care costs, the largest 
component of OPEB, compound this debt problem. 
 
As a result of an economic downturn, the average investment rate of return (investment 
earnings) for the last ten years is considerably below what experts and Cities agree is 
the still optimistic assumed rate of 7.5%.  This return on investment (ROI) leads to an 
increase in the Cities’ annual payment into the pension fund to make up the difference. 
 
The rising costs of pension and OPEB (collectively hereinafter referred to as Benefits), 
combined with the downturn of the economy have resulted in very large budget 
shortfalls.  These must be paid by current and future tax revenue, which is limited.  
Thus, according to interviews, paying for these rising costs will come at the expense of 
other City services.  
 
With this in mind, the Grand Jury assessed the viability and sustainability of Cities’ 
public employee Benefits.  This assessment sought to answer the following questions: 

 What are the costs of public employee Benefits and who pays for them? 
 Will Cities’ projected revenues keep up with projected expense of Benefits? 
  What is being done and what can be done to control Benefit costs? 
 Why are public employee Benefits different from those in the private sector? 

 
Background  
 
Several cities have declared bankruptcy.  While the reasons for bankruptcy vary from 
one municipality to another, and include lower tax revenues and decreased home 
values, one common reason cited is large unfunded liability associated with providing 
pension and healthcare benefits to its public employees.  Locally, the City of Vallejo 
declared bankruptcy in 2009 after failing to negotiate pay cuts in the face of $195 million 
in unfunded pension obligations.  Stockton is falling into bankruptcy with less than 70 
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cents set aside for every dollar of pension benefits its workers are owed5.  A recent 
Stanford University study regarding public pension funds statewide emphasizes this 
predicament:  “public pension shortfalls of $379 billion or $30,500 per household” exist 
statewide6 contributing to the downgrading of California’s bond rating.   San Jose is 
proposing pension reform and considering higher taxes resulting from ten consecutive 
years of budget shortfalls.    The full effect of these unsustainable costs is yet to come.   
 
Methodology 
 
The scope of the Grand Jury’s investigation was limited to the Cities. Special districts 
and other agencies were excluded from this investigation. The following resources were 
used to gather and evaluate the data contained in this report:   

 City CAFRs; particularly notes to financial statements concerning Benefits (see 
Appendix A) 

 Results obtained from a survey created by the Grand Jury and distributed to the 
Cities (see Appendix B for the complete survey) 

 Interviews conducted with one or more of the following persons from the Cities: 
Financial Manager, Chief Finance Officer, City Manager, Retirements Service 
Director, and Human Resource Manager.  All interviews were conducted 
following receipt and evaluation of a survey, affording the opportunity to seek 
clarification and elaboration on survey responses as necessary.  

 Interviews with CalPERS actuaries and CalPERS consultants  

 Other documents listed in Appendix A.  
 

Report Conventions 
 
The Grand Jury did not extrapolate, derivate or convert the data provided by the Cities 
in response to the survey.  When the Grand Jury had questions, or found 
inconsistencies in the data provided, every effort was made to resolve the issues 
through interviews, email and phone conversations.    
All dollar figures are expressed in actuarial valuation units,7 not market value, unless 
otherwise stated. The glossary in Appendix C provides definitions of the terminology 
used throughout this report.  Acronyms are also included in the glossary.  

                                            
5  "Untouchable pensions may be tested in California," Mary Williams Walsh, New York Times, March 16, 
2012. 
6 http://siepr.stanford.edu/system/files/shared/Nation%20Statewide%20Report%20v081.pdf 
7 See Appendix C Glossary for definition. 
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Discussion 

This discussion consists of three primary sections: 

 Understanding CalPERS presents and discusses the basic concepts of 
CalPERS public pension benefits to lay a foundation for a more detailed look at 
City-provided Benefits. 

 Key Survey Results discusses those survey results found to be most relevant to 
answering the Grand Jury questions. 

 San Jose’s Plan is discussed separately because San Jose is the only city to 
not use CalPERS.  
 
 

Understanding CalPERS 
 
Because all Cities except San Jose8 participate in CalPERS for pension and many use 
CalPERS for OPEB as well, it is vital to understand the following key concepts: 

• Basic Pension Plan Formulas 

• Annual Required Contribution (ARC) 

• CalPERS Menu Options 

• Assumed or expected Return on Investment (ROI) 

• Unfunded Liability. 
 
 

Basic Pension Plan Formulas  
 
Employees belong to one of two different groups: Miscellaneous (MISC) or Public 
Safety,9 each having defined plans.  Table 1 lists all first tier10 CalPERS plans utilized 
by Cities.  Note that the plan names include the pension earned per year and the 
retirement age at which full benefits are received. 
 
 
 

                                            
8 Excluding the San Jose Mayor and Council Member plan. 
9 Police and Fire personnel. 
10 See Appendix C Glossary for definition. 
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Table 1: First Tier CalPERS Plans Used by the Cities 

s Plans Public Safety Plans 

Plan Name Number of Cities 
Participating Plan Name Number of Cities 

Participating 

2.0%@55 4 3.0%@50 1111 

2.5%@55 5 3.0%@55 1 

2.7%@55 7   

For all plans the pension benefit formula contains the same three primary components 
multiplied together as shown here: 
 

Pension = Earned Benefit Rate x Years of Service x  Salary 
 
Earned Benefit Rate: This is the percent of salary earned per year of service as 
indicated by the plan name. Retirement before age 55 for MISC employees and before 
age 50 for most Public Safety employees results in the Earned Benefit Rate being 
reduced (per CalPERS’ table).  For example, a MISC employee in the 2.0%@55 plan 
who retires at age 50 gets an earned benefit rate of 1.42612 per year of service rather 
than 2.0.  Similarly, participants of the 2.5%@55 plan as well as the 2.7%@55 plan 
receive an earned benefit rate of 2.0 at age 50.  Interestingly, the earned benefit rate for 
members of the 2.0%@55 plan continue to rise until the age 63 where it plateaus at 
2.41813 percent per year of service.  This contrasts with the other two MISC plans that 
plateau at age 55 at 2.5% and 2.7% respectively.  (For a more detailed delineation of 
earned benefit rates, see www.calpers.ca.gov). 
 
Years of Service: This is self explanatory except to point out CalPERS supports 
reciprocity, which means that employees can transfer from one CalPERS-covered 
agency (City) or any other public agency that has established reciprocity with CalPERS, 
to another such agency without forfeiture of earned pension (as is usually the case in 
the private sector).14  Thus, an employee may work 10 years each for three different 
cities and earn the same pension benefits as otherwise would have been earned if they 
had worked for 30 years at a single city.  But because each of the three cities pays only 
its one-third share of the earned pension, statistically, this employee appears as three 
employees earning a more modest pension from each city. 
 
 

                                            
11 Some Cities contract for police and fire. Gilroy police and fire belong to separate Public Safety plans. 
12 From CalPERS Benefit FactorsTable, page 22, Local Miscellaneous Benefits 
13 From CalPERS Benefit FactorsTable, page 22, Local Miscellaneous Benefits 
14 Reciprocity agreements may also exist between other pension plan providers. 
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Salary: CalPERS has guidelines defining what wages and reimbursements qualify for 
the purposes of determining pension. For a detailed discussion, go to 
www.calpers.ca.gov.  Generally, salary can either be the average highest salary over a 
three-year period, or a highest single 12-month salary can be used, depending on the 
plan adopted by the City.  Using the highest 12-month salary (rather than highest 36- 
month average salary in the pension formula shown above) is an example of what is 
known as a “Class 1” benefit enhancement that is more expensive to provide.   
 
It is noted here that Public Safety plan participants have a 90% maximum salary cap 
that can be earned at onset of retirement.  There is no corresponding limit placed on 
plan participants.  In both cases however, the Grand Jury learned that large pensions 
(expressed as a percent of salary) serve as a deterrent to prolonging employment 
because one can retire at close to full pay.  Subsequent discussions on Employer Paid 
Member Contribution (EPMC) and Cost-of-Living Allowances (COLA) will show how 
pensions can actually exceed salary, leading to the paradox of employees losing 
income if they continue to work as a public employee rather than retire.  
   
ARC: What is it and How is it Determined? 
 
The ARC is the annual actuarially determined amount that must be paid to ensure there 
will be enough money to pay for all promised Benefits.  As shown below, the pension 
ARC consists of three principle components added together:  
 

ARC = Employee Contribution + Normal Cost + Past Service Cost 
 
It should be noted that generally the Normal Cost and Past Service Cost, in accordance 
with labor contracts, are paid for by the Cities—through tax revenue—and sometimes 
are supplemented by an employee contribution.  
 
Employee Contribution:  From the perspective of CalPERS, this is a fixed percent 
and, as the name would suggest, was intended to be paid by the employees in much 
the same way as most private workers pay a portion of their own Social Security 
benefits.  For all City employees, the Employee Contribution is either 7%, 8% or 9% of 
an employee’s salary, depending in which plan the employee participates.  It is 
important to note, however, that in practice, most Cities pay some portion of this cost on 
behalf of the employees. 
 
Normal Cost:  Less the employee contribution, if made, this is the amount required to 
pay for the benefits that were earned in the prior year for the (expected) life of the 
employee in retirement.   This is determined through rigorous actuarial valuations taking 
many variables into account, including retirement age, life expectancy, and probability of 
disability.  Normal Cost tracks very closely with the degree of Benefits being offered.  
That is to say, discrete cost increases occur to this component of the ARC with each 
benefit enhancement proportional to the cost of the benefit. Without benefit 
enhancements, Normal Cost remains relatively flat over time. 
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Past Service Cost: Whenever the plan assets (all previously paid ARCs), including 
ROI, become insufficient to pay the actuarial accrued cost of benefits, an unfunded 
liability15 exists. This deficit must be made up in the form of Past Service Cost.  This 
component of the ARC is largely proportional to unfunded liability, increasing as the 
unfunded liability goes up to begin paying down the debt.  For many Cities surveyed, 
Past Service Cost is approaching and in some cases already exceeds Normal Cost. 
Later, this report will discuss the three most often cited reasons for unfunded liability: 
market losses (ROI lower than the assumed rate), retroactive benefit enhancements, 
and other accumulated actuarial assumption changes (e.g., longer life expectancy, 
demographic changes).   
 
CalPERS Menu Options 
 
Each CalPERS plan has numerous benefits that are inherent to the plan itself.16  In 
addition to these benefits, CalPERS offers a wide range of menu options that can be 
thought of as upgrades or enhancements to the base plan.  They are too numerous to 
list but include the following: 
 

 Annual cost-of-living allowance (COLA) increase  

 Employer-paid member contribution (EMPC) 

 Credit for unused sick leave 

 Improved industrial and non-industrial disability  

 Special death benefits 

 Survivor benefits 

 Various military and public service credits. 
 

Each enhancement selected results in quantifiably larger ARC payments.  One cannot 
conclude from the plan name that it is necessarily more or less generous than another 
plan of a different name.  For this reason, the Grand Jury’s investigation concerned 
itself not with the issue of what specific Benefits were being provided but rather what 
was the total cost of providing the Benefits expressed as a percent of payroll. Cities and 
CalPERS experts agreed this is a sound methodology for comparing cities of different 
sizes. 
 
 

                                            
15 See Appendix C Glossary for definition. 
16 For a more detailed discussion of menu options, go to www.calpers.ca.gov. 
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Sensitivity to Expected ROI 
 
All Cities and all CalPERS representatives interviewed consistently told us that 
somewhere between 65% and 70% of the money to pay for Benefits comes from the 
ROI of previously accumulated ARC payments.  This cannot be emphasized enough.  
The Cities spoke to their burden in struggling to meet ARC obligations in light of budget 
constraints, but these ARC payments cover only about 30% of the amount necessary to 
cover the cost of providing these Benefits.  A critical actuarial assumption is the 
expected ROI, which is currently assumed to be 7.50% after expenses for pension. The 
actual average ROI over the last ten years has been 6.1% as depicted in Figure 1.  The 
result of this underperformance is higher unfunded liabilities, lower funded ratios, and 
larger ARC payments (in particular, the Past Service Cost component of the ARC as 
discussed above).   Discussion of San Jose’s ROI included in this figure is deferred until 
later.   
 

 
Figure 1: Actual Return on Investment Compared to Assumed and Dow Jones17 

 
CalPERS lowered the assumed ROI from 7.75% to 7.5% at a March 14, 2012 meeting.  
Last year this same recommendation was rejected.  This year, a 0.5% change was 
recommended and only a 0.25% change was approved.  Table 2 below is excerpted 
from “Pension Math: How California’s Retirement Spending is Squeezing the State 
Budget” written by Joe Nation from Stanford Institute for Economic Policy Research. 

                                            
17 DJIA is calendar year and other data are fiscal year    
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Table 2: CalPERS Return on Investment Analysis 

Investment rate Probability of meeting 
or exceeding rate 

CalPERS funded 
ratio18 

9.5% 21.7% 95.1% 

7.75% 42.1% 73.5% 

7.1% 50.7% 66.7% 

6.2% 62.6% 58.3% 

4.5% 80.9% 45.1% 

 
Two key points in Table 2 are: 
 

 According to this analysis, there is only a 42.1% chance of meeting or exceeding 
an assumed investment rate of 7.75% as highlighted in the table.  It should be 
noted that the ROI assumption was recently reduced to 7.5%. 
 

 Dropping down to a more conservative 6.2% investment rate (still higher than the 
6.1% average for the last ten years) is recommended by many leading 
economists and recognized financial experts.  The corresponding funded ratio 
reduction would result in increases to unfunded liabilities and significantly higher 
ARC costs. 

 
Sunnyvale projects this modest CalPERS-approved reduction of 0.25% in assumed ROI 
will increase its ARC by 2.3% of payroll for MISC employees and 3.8% of payroll for 
Public Safety employees, totaling nearly a $3M increase per year in ARC payments. As 
shown in Table 3, Sunnyvale’s pension cost was just over $25M.  So, a $3M increase 
represents a 12% increase. CalPERS and pension experts we spoke with asserted that 
the cost of each additional 0.25% reduction in assumed ROI is not linear and warned 
extrapolating this cost increase would result in underestimating the total cost impact. 
  
Unfunded Liability & Funded Ratio 
 
Unfunded Liability is the unfunded obligation for prior benefits, measured as the 
difference between the accrued liability and plan assets. When using the actuarial value 
of plan assets, it is also referred to as the Unfunded Actuarial Accrued Liability (UAAL).  
In everyday language, it is the difference between the cost of the benefits already 
earned and the amount currently paid; it is the amount due. 
 
 
 

                                            
18 As of June 30, 2011 
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Table 3: Unfunded liability for pension and OPEB for all large cities  
shows the total for these nine cities is nearly $7B 

FY 2010 Unfunded Liabilities (Not in Risk Pool)19 Debt per 
Resident 

City Pension  OPEB Total  

Santa Clara County $1,455,835,322 $1,300,000,000 $2,755,835,322 $1,547

Cupertino $18,581,728 $18,069,366 $36,651,094 $629

Gilroy $35,100,000 $4,900,000 $40,000,000 $819

Milpitas $70,166,975 $31,230,798 $101,397,773 $1,518

Mountain View $104,121,296 $29,396,467 $133,517,763 $1,803

Palo Alto $153,941,000 $105,045,000 $258,986,000 $4,021

San Jose20 $1,434,696,471 $1,706,081,881 $3,140,778,352 $3,320

Santa Clara $223,667,947 $23,855,000 $247,522,947 $2,125

Sunnyvale $149,300,000 $92,800,000 $242,100,000 $1,728

Total $3,645,410,739 $3,311,378,512 $6,956,789,251   

 
The Funded ratio is the market value of assets at a specified date, over the accrued 
actuarial liability as of the same date.  While technically accurate, these definitions 
provide no insight into the causes of what have become large unfunded liabilities and 
correspondingly low-funded ratios.   The Grand Jury learned from CalPERS that the 
three primary reasons for unfunded liabilities are the following: 
 

 70% of the unfunded liabilities is attributable to market performance 
 

 15% of the unfunded liabilities is attributable to retroactive benefit enhancements 
 

 15% of the unfunded liabilities is attributable to other actuarial assumption 
changes. 

 
The percentages shown above are “rule of thumb” values according to the CalPERS 
representatives; individual City percentages will vary.  
 
Key Survey Results 
 
With the basic concepts of public pension benefits understood, the Grand Jury prepared 
a survey to gather information from the Cities. Survey responses and all supplemental 
data provided by the Cities were analyzed to answer the following questions: 

                                            
19 Numbers reflect data provided in survey responses. 
20 Excluding Mayor and Council Member Plan. 
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 What is the total amount of unfunded liabilities? 

 What is the total cost each year to provide Benefits and at what rate is the cost 
going up per year? 

 Why are OPEB funded ratios so low? 

 When were Benefit enhancements enacted and how do they impact unfunded 
liability? 

 What progress is being made to control escalating costs? 

 Why are public Benefits so different from private sector Benefits? 

 Do vacation, holiday and sick leave policies in the public sector differ from those 
that are commonly found in the private sector?   

 
Unfunded Liability (Large Debts) 
 
Table 3 tabulates the unfunded liability for both pension and OPEB for all large cities not 
belonging to a risk pool and shows the total unfunded liability for these nine cities is 
nearly $7B.  Cities having fewer than 100 employees in a given pension plan (Campbell, 
Los Altos, Los Altos Hills, Los Gatos, Monte Sereno, Morgan Hill, and Saratoga) are not 
included because they belong either entirely or in part to a risk pool.  CalPERS currently 
does not provide this information to the Cities in the risk pool.   Los Gatos and Morgan 
Hill, for instance, do not know their portion of a $3,515,314,403 unfunded liability 
associated with the Public Safety risk pool to which they belong.  While Monte Sereno 
and Los Altos Hills did offer an approximation of their portion of the risk pool liability, 
CalPERS representatives recommended against using the estimation and as a result 
are not included in Table 3.  The Grand Jury has learned the Government Accounting 
Standard Board (GASB) is considering a policy change to require the Cities in the risk 
pool21 to report individual unfunded liability. Many Cities surveyed focused primarily on 
minimizing the ARC payments, the short-term cost due, as opposed to addressing the 
larger, endemic problem of its unfunded liability. This is problematic because minimizing 
ARC payments today at the expense of addressing the growing unfunded liability 
means shifting the costs to the future, hoping market improvements will solve the 
problem.  If the market does not improve, taxpayers may face increased taxes or 
reduced services in the future.   
 
Using 2010 census data obtained from http://www.sccgov.org together with the data in 
Table 3, it is possible to estimate the amount owed by each resident to pay down 
current Benefit debts in the Cities.  For example, each resident of San Jose owes 
$3,320 to the city.  As residents of the County, they also owe an additional $1,547 to the 

                                            
21 See Appendix C Glossary for definition. 
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County.22  But while this would pay down the current debt and significantly reduce ARC 
payments, it does not guarantee staying out of debt going forward. 
 
High Cost of Benefits (ARC) . . . and Getting Higher 
 
The accumulated City cost of providing annual Benefits in FY2010 was $667,215,205 
as shown in Table 4.  While it is useful to know the annual cost of providing Benefits it is 
not possible to judge whether or not any City is paying a disproportionate cost due to 
the size variance of the Cites (large Cities are expected to pay more because they have 
more employees).  For this reason, the Grand Jury chose to compare the Cities by 
expressing the ARC as a percent of payroll. Cities and pension experts agreed the 
Grand Jury’s method of making this calculation was correct.  That said, the same values 
shown in Table 4 are also shown in Figure 2 expressed as percent of payroll separating 
pension, OPEB and Social Security as applicable.  
  

Table 4: Countywide total cost of providing annual Benefits in FY2010 is $667,215,205 

City Pension Cost23 OPEB Cost24 Social Security 
Cost25 Total 

Santa Clara County $235,630,042 $90,000,000 $65,136,430 $390,766,472
Campbell $2,728,302 $206,220   $2,934,522
Cupertino $1,841,350 $7,616,760   $9,458,110
Gilroy $4,900,000 $186,334   $5,086,334
Los Altos $1,842,949 $19,505   $1,862,454
Los Altos Hills $190,021 $203,000   $393,021
Los Gatos $2,958,209 $949,845   $3,908,054
Milpitas $7,164,473 $3,356,836   $10,521,309
Monte Sereno $125,713 $0 $37,863 $163,576
Morgan Hill $2,763,818 $15,119   $2,778,937
Mountain View $8,929,685 $4,376,387   $13,306,072
Palo Alto $19,964,080 $9,019,000   $28,983,080
San Jose $106,881,000 $34,147,000   $141,028,000
Santa Clara $20,257,754 $2,115,643 $3,494,639 $25,868,036
Saratoga $917,228 NA   $917,228
Sunnyvale $25,300,000 $3,940,000   $29,240,000

Total $442,394,624 $156,151,649 $68,668,932 $667,215,205

                                            
22 Note these figures are per resident, not per household, and exclude an additional state pension liability 
all California residents bear, which is outside the scope of this report. 
23 Many Cities, but not all, provided separable “sidefund” expenditures from ARC.  
24 May include money spent over and above ARC payment.  
25 Only MISC employees in Santa Clara County, Monte Sereno and Santa Clara participate in Social 
Security. 
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As shown in Figure 2, the cities of Campbell, Los Altos, Monte Sereno, Morgan Hill and 
Saratoga pay less than 20% of payroll towards Benefits while the remaining cities pay 
more than 20%.  Cupertino, Palo Alto and Sunnyvale pay in excess of 30% of payroll 
towards Benefits.  The survey results further indicated that Mountain View is noteworthy 
because it offers similar plans as Cupertino, Palo Alto and Sunnyvale but at lower cost 
to the city through cost sharing with employees who pay the entire employee 
contribution (8% for MISC and 9% for Public Safety) plus some negotiated portion of 
that city’s cost in the range of 1.5% to 6.8% depending on job type.  Cupertino, Palo 
Alto and Sunnyvale in contrast to Mountain View, pay some portion of the employee 
contribution with Sunnyvale contributing the most (7% of the required 8% for MISC 
employees and 8% of the 9% for Public Safety employees).   
 

Figure 2:  FY 2010 Benefit Ranking by Percent of Payroll 
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Comparing the Sunnyvale pension costs expressed in percent of payroll to Mountain 
View (same plans) demonstrates that employee contributions toward the cost of 
pensions is just as effective at keeping the cost under control as curtailing the level of 
pension benefits being offered.  Mountain View actually compares favorably to other 
cities offering lower benefits. Table 5 summarizes the Cities’ plan(s) and the amount 
contributed by employees. 
 
For those Cities that elected to participate in Social Security (MISC employees in the 
City of Santa Clara, Santa Clara County and Monte Sereno), the cost to the city has 
been added to reflect the total amount the city is paying toward employee Benefits.   
 
The survey responses conveyed how much pension and OPEB were expected to rise 
during the next five to ten years.  Most Cities responded using projections from the 
latest actuarial valuations, which estimate contributions as a percentage of payroll 
rather than in dollars.   In the case of pension, these valuations are performed by 
CalPERS and in the case of OPEB, the valuations are performed by an actuary firm 
under contract to the City.  All Cities’ Benefits costs are trending up, in spite of optimistic 
assumptions regarding the ROI that has been shown to be of paramount importance. 
Projected San Jose cost increases are discussed separately in subsequent sections. 
 
Unfunded Retroactive Pension Benefit Enhancements 
 
When a City amends its contract with labor unions to increase the pension formula (e.g., 
2% @ 55 to 2.5% @ 55) the increased benefits apply retroactively to all prior years of 
service.  The retroactive application of the increase results in an increase in the 
unfunded liability and requires an increase in ARC payments by the City. The reason for 
the increase in ARC payments can be illustrated by this example: 
 

Assume an employee has worked for twenty-five years and has paid into the 
system all those years.  The City leaders now approve a retroactive benefit 
enhancement without funding the retroactive period.  Immediately the 
employee and employer have effectively underpaid for the enhanced 
unfunded benefits portion for the previous twenty-five years. The difference 
between what was actually paid and what should have been paid to provide 
the enhanced benefit adds to unfunded liability, which increases ARC 
payments.  This is now a new liability to the taxpayer. 
 

In question three of the Grand Jury questionnaire (Appendix B), Cities were asked to list 
any significant pension benefit changes that have been made over the past ten years.  
Table 5 summarizes the responses received by the Grand Jury. As the table shows, 
most Cities have increased pension benefits within the last ten years. When asked how 
much these benefit increases changed Unfunded Liability, most cities provided the 
CalPERS provided answer of 15%. However, Cupertino stated that benefit changes are 
responsible for 26% of their Unfunded Liability and the City of Santa Clara cited 24.6%.  
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Table 5: Pension Benefit Plan Changes 

Name of City/County 

1st Tier Plan 2nd Tier Plan

Year 
of 

increa
se 

Original Plan  Benefit Increase 

Employee Paid 
Contribution 
FY 2011 (Per 

Survey 
Responses)

Plan 
Name 

Year 
Adopted 

Employee 
Paid 

Contributio
n 

County of Santa Clara  2007  MISC 2%@55  MISC to 2.5%@55 3.931 to 5% None   

County of Santa Clara  2001  Public Safety 2%@50 
Public Safety to 
3%@50  0.5 to 9%  None       

Campbell  2002  MISC 2%@55  MISC to 2.5%@55  7% 
MISC
2%@60  2011  7% 

Campbell  2001  Public Safety 2%@50 
Public Safety to 
3%@50  8% 

Public 
Safety 
2%@50  2010  9% 

Cupertino  2007  MISC 2%@55  MISC to 2.7%@55 2% None   
Gilroy  2006  MISC 2%@55  MISC to 2.5%@55 8% None   

Gilroy  2002  Police 2%@50  Police to 3%@50  9% 
Police 
2%@50  2011  9% 

Gilroy  2007  Fire 2%@50  Fire to 3%@55  9% 
Fire 
2%@55  2011  7% 

Los Altos  2004  MISC 2%@55  MISC to 2.7%@55 1% None   

Los Altos  2003  Public Safety 2%@50 
Public Safety to 
3%@50  1%  None       

Los Altos Hills*     MISC 2%@55  None  0% 
MISC
2%@60  2011  7% 

Los Gatos  2008  MISC 2%@55  MISC to 2.5%@55 8% 2%@60  2012  7%

Los Gatos  2001 
Public Safety 
2.5%@55 

Public Safety to 
3%@60  9%  None       

Milpitas  2002  MISC 2%@55  MISC to 2.7%@55 8% 2%@60  2011  9%

Milpitas  2000  Public Safety 2%@50 
Public Safety to 
3%@50  9%  None       

Monte Sereno*     MISC 2%@55 
No pension 
benefit changes  0%  None       

Morgan Hill  2006  MISC 2%@55  MISC to 2.5%@55 1‐8% None   

Morgan Hill  2002  Public Safety 2%@50 

Public Safety
increase to 
3%@50  9%  None       

Mountain View  2007  MISC 2%@55 
MISC increase to 
2.7%@55  8%+  None       

Mountain View  2001  Public Safety 2%@50 

Public Safety
increase to 
3%@50  9%+  None       

Palo Alto  2007  MISC 2%@55 
MISC increase to 
2.7%@55  2%‐5.7%  2%@60  2010  2% 

Palo Alto  2002  Public Safety 2%@50 

Public Safety
increase to 
3%@50  0%‐9%  None       

San Jose     Federated 2.5%@55 4.68% None   
San Jose     Public Safety 3%@50 10.50% None   

Santa Clara  2006  MISC 2%@55 
MISC increase to 
2.7%@55  8%  None       

Santa Clara  2000  Public Safety 2%@50 
Public Safety to 
3%@50  9%‐11.25%  None       

Saratoga*     2%@55 
No pension 
benefit changes  7%  None       

Sunnyvale  2007  MISC 2%@55 
MISC increase to 
2.7%@55  1%  None       

Sunnyvale  2001  Public Safety 2%@50 

Public Safety
increase to 
3%@50  1%‐3%  None       

* These cities contract out for public safety services, avoiding a direct benefit liability. 
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Cities told the Grand Jury that as recently as 2003, and in 2007 for Campbell and Los 
Altos Hills, their plans were over funded.  Assuming this trend would continue, Cities 
thought they could enhance Benefits without significantly increasing their costs.  
Analysis was performed to prove the enhancements could be funded.  In hindsight, this 
did not prove to be the case because the analysis assumed the optimistic ROI would be 
achieved. 
 
The County and a few of the cities attempted to recover some of the increased cost by 
increasing the employee paid contributions and by eliminating previously enhanced 
menu options.  The Grand Jury learned that in some cases adequate funding was not in 
place to pay for the enhanced pension benefits at the time they were granted. Without 
solid plans to fund increases in pension benefit plans, Cities pushed the impact of these 
increases to future generations of taxpayers.  
 
Nearly every City demonstrated an historical pattern of granting unfunded benefit 
enhancements as discussed here. This practice is beginning to change with the 
adoption by a few cities of second tier26 plans that extend retirement age and reduce 
Benefit costs.  
 
Table 5 shows that eight cities have adopted second tier plans. Other Cities may be in 
the process of adopting second tier plans but cannot report this fact because of ongoing 
union negotiations. Note that all new second tier plans continue to be the defined 
benefit type; none have adopted any form of defined contribution elements.  While the 
creation of second tier plans will reduce the cost of providing pension benefits,27 these 
savings will not materialize for many years.  All risks associated with market losses 
remain with the Cities, and ultimately the taxpayers.  Increasing employee contribution 
rates, subject to labor agreements, is the most effective method of controlling cost in the 
shortest amount of time. 
 
Low OPEB Funded Ratios 
 
As shown in Table 6, OPEB-funded ratios are low.  These OPEB low-funded ratios and 
corresponding high unfunded liabilities are of concern to the Grand Jury.  Cities are 
required to “pay forward”28 for pensions, but not for OPEB.  As a result, many cities only 
pay the minimum required to cover the current annual OPEB cost; no extra is paid to 
defray the cost of all current employees when they retire.  The Cities referred to this as 
the “pay-as-you-go” strategy and results in very low-funded ratios—even zero percent.  
This strategy has resulted in San Jose’s OPEB being  $1,706,081,881 underfunded 
(refer back to Figure 2 for a comparison of San Jose’s underfunded status relative to 
other cities and the County) 
                                            
26 See Appendix C Glossary for definition. 
27 At the time of this report, the Grand Jury is not aware that Cities are considering OPEB changes in 
second tier plans. 
28 See Appendix C Glossary for definition. 
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Table 6: OPEB Funded Ratio

City 
FY 2010 OPEB 

Funded 
Ratio29 

Santa Clara County  10.10%
Campbell  4.00%
Cupertino30  0%
Gilroy  0%
Los Altos  0%
Los Altos Hills  23.40%
Los Gatos  2.70%
Milpitas  24.13%
Monte Sereno  0%
Morgan Hill  0%
Mountain View  55.90%
Palo Alto  19.00%
San Jose31  12.00%/6.00%
Santa Clara  22.80%
Saratoga  N/A

Sunnyvale32  0%
 
Mountain View, Sunnyvale and Cupertino are commended for having begun to 
implement a “pay forward” strategy, which demonstrates fiscal responsibility.  One San 
Jose public official interviewed stated that the reason San Jose was not fully funding 
OPEB is that it could not be done without significant curtailment of services, effectively 
shifting the burden of payment to future generations.   
 
Public Benefit Comparison to Private Sector Benefits 
 
To put pubic employee Benefits into perspective, consider the average pension for 
Public Safety employees in Palo Alto retiring between the ages of 51 and 54 with 30 
years of service is $108,000.  In Sunnyvale, the same employee receives almost 
$102,000 per year.  The most common pension plans offered to public employees who 
spend their entire career in the public sector not only discourage employees from 

                                            
29 Some 2010 data is derived from 2009 Actuarial Valuations 
30 In 2010 and 2011 the city made payments of nearly $6.5M in excess of ARC to bring this up to 35.6% 
31 San Jose has separate OPEB funds for its employees  
32 In 2011 the city paid $32M in excess of ARC but impact on funded ratio has not yet been determined 
via actuarial evaluation 
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continuing to work beyond the age of 50 or 55, they penalize them for doing so.  The 
CalPERS reported average pension of under $30,000 per year is misleading because it 
fails to recognize persons who receive multiple pensions. The Grand Jury learned that 
some employees actually earn more in retirement than they did while employed.  
Further, the ratio of active employees to retirees was found to be three to two.33  With 
budget constraints leading to staffing reductions and as the baby boom generation 
approaches retirement age, this ratio is expected to continue downward, placing 
additional financial burdens on the Cities.   
 
Public benefits are overwhelmingly of the defined benefit type (refer to Appendix C for 
the differences between defined benefits and defined contributions).  While some 
private sector companies continue to offer defined benefits, the clear trend in the private 
sector is to transition away from defined benefits in favor of defined contributions, 
thereby transferring the risks associated with market performance from the employer to 
the employee.  An additional advantage of the defined contribution is that it leads to less 
volatile City budgets over time because the cost of providing benefits is constant, not 
varying over time to compensate for market performance. 
 
Determining in any meaningful way what might be considered “standard” private sector 
benefits for the purposes of comparing to public sector was clearly outside the scope of 
this investigation.   That said, Bureau of Labor Statistics surveys show the majority of 
private pensions include participation in Social Security and a defined contribution plan 
such as a 401k.  The employee and employer each contribute 6.2% of salary (currently 
up to $110,100 in salary) per year, to pay for Social Security benefits.   
 
While the particulars of 401k plans vary widely, the surveys show that the majority of 
employees receive some form of matched savings plan described as follows.  For every 
dollar the employee contributes to their own 401k, the employer will contribute some 
amount: 50 cents or less for most employees.  Employees may be limited to the amount 
they can contribute and employers limit the amount they contribute by specifying that 
employer contributions cannot exceed a set percent of salary: four percent or less for 
most employees.  As described, the majority of private sector employees contribute 
more than 50% of the total cost toward their own pensions (exactly 50% in the case of 
Social Security and greater than 50% of the 401k since an employer only contributes a 
portion of every dollar the employee contributes). Using 65 as a traditional retirement 
age, the differences between public and private benefits are summarized in Table 7. 
 
The Grand Jury reviewed the survey results and observed the following for all first tier 
plan employees: 

 All Public Safety employees, except Gilroy fire,34 qualify for full retirement 
benefits no later than age fifty (assuming at least five years of service) 

                                            
33 Half the Cities surveyed currently have more retirees than employees. 
34 Gilroy fire receives the same at age fifty-five rather than age fifty. 
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 All Public Safety employees, except Gilroy fire,35 with thirty years of service credit 
receive no less than 90% of their salary in retirement, not considering annual 
COLA increases 

 
 All MISC employees qualify for retirement benefits no later than age fifty-five 

(assuming at least five years of service) 
 

Table 7: Sample comparison of MISC Public versus Private Benefits36  

Attributes Public37 Private38 

Percent of salary contributed by employee 
toward Benefits 

7 - 8%  14 - 16% 

Age pension may be drawn without an age-
related reduction in eligible amount 

55  65 

Employee contribution for every dollar of 
employer contribution  

50¢39 $1.4040 

Retirement Income expressed as a percent of 
salary (assuming the retiree reaches full plan 
benefit age and works 35 or 45 years, 
respectively) 

87.5% 66%41 

Who bears the risk if market underperforms? Taxpayer Employee 

Is subsidized retiree healthcare available? Generally Yes Generally No 

 
 The majority42 of MISC employees who work 35 years receive 87.5% of their 

salary in retirement before annual COLA increases. 
 
 

 
 

                                            
35 Gilroy fire receives the same benefits at thirty-five years service rather than thirty years. 
36 The table is intended for comparison; it is not representative of all situations. 
37 Represented by participant in 2.5%@55. 
38 Represented by participant in Social Security and 401k Savings plan where employee contributes 8% 
salary and employer matches 50 cents per dollar. 
39 Based on CalPERS data for 2011.  Actual varies by city; can be as high as 50¢ or as low as 5¢. 
40 Based on the Bureau of Labor statistics. 
41 This number assumes a $750K in retirement savings. 
42 Los Altos Hills, Monte Sereno and Saratoga are exceptions receiving 70% of salary. 
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In consideration of these statistics, and as shown in Table 7, the Grand Jury concludes:  
 

 Full pension is attained at an earlier age in the public sector than in the private 
sector – some by ten years or more 
 

 Pension earned, expressed as a percentage of salary, is greater in the public 
sector than in the private sector even after adjustment to account for non-
participation in Social Security  

 
 Employees in the public sector contribute less towards their pension plans than 

their private-sector counterparts 
 

 Taxpayers in the public sector bear the risk of ROI and actuarial assumptions 
associated with the pension plan, whereas employees in the private sector bear 
the risk of market performance.  

 
The Grand Jury acknowledges wages and salaries are a large portion of Cities’ 
budgets, and when salaries escalate this further exacerbates budget shortfalls. It may 
be asserted that public sector salaries are lower than their private sector counterparts, 
thus, justifying more generous public benefits.  Readers can explore whether this 
assertion is true by accessing publically available salary data. 
 
Accrued Sick Leave Can Be Reimbursed 
 
In general, the survey revealed no significant differences between the Cities in regard to 
holiday, vacation and sick leave policies.  However, it is noted that all Cities surveyed 
except Gilroy, Monte Sereno, and Sunnyvale either reimburse for accrued unused sick 
time or permit it to be converted into service time for purposes of determining pension.  
Often reimbursement is at discounted rates and other times the amount of sick time that 
can be accrued is capped.  Gilroy, Monte Sereno and Sunnyvale responded “No” to the 
survey question asking if accrued sick time is paid upon retirement, without proffering 
whether or not it could be converted into service time.  However, the Grand Jury learned 
that sick time conversion to service credit is a common CalPERS benefit for all 
members of risk pools.   
 
The survey revealed that the City of Santa Clara grants fire personnel on 24-hour shifts 
288 hours of sick leave per year.  Up to 96 hours per year can be accrued and paid 
(discounted to 75% of their hourly wage equivalent) for employees with 25 or more 
years of service.   
 
San Jose’s Plan 
 
San Jose is the only city that does not use CalPERS to provide pension benefits (with 
the exception of the Mayor and Council members who get benefits in accordance with 
CalPERS 2%@55 plan). San Jose public employees have two independent plans: 
Federated and Public Safety.  Federated Plan members are equivalent to those in a 
CalPERS Miscellaneous Plan.  Public Safety members (police and fire) in San Jose are 
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identical to Public Safety members in other Cities.  The San Jose Federated and Public 
Safety plans share commonality with CalPERS 2.5%@55 and 3.0%@50 respectively 
with the following key differences: 
 

 COLA is a guaranteed 3% compared to CalPERS’ not-to-exceed 2%  
 

 Employee-to-employer contribution ratio of three to eight (3:8)  
 

 Money is invested and managed by the two governing Boards (the Federated 
Plan Retirement Board and the Public Safety Retirement Board)  rather than 
by CalPERS, and San Jose performs its actuarial valuations independent of 
CalPERS 

 
 San Jose participates in a Supplemental Retiree Benefit Reserve (SRBR) 

program. 
 
Each of the major differences cited above is discussed in more detail below. 
 
3% Guaranteed COLA 
 
San Jose provides a guaranteed 3% COLA increase every year compared to a 
CalPERS base COLA which is “not to exceed an accumulated 2% per year”.43 The 
Grand Jury is unable to quantify the additional cost of increasing COLA.  As mentioned 
previously, CalPERS does provide menu options for increased COLA (including 3%), 
but no other Cities have opted for this increase, citing cost as a reason. 
 
Three-to-Eight (3:8) Employee Contribution Ratio 
 
For every eight dollars San Jose spends on the Normal Cost of providing benefits 
(excluding the Past Service Cost portion of benefits that the employer pays entirely44) 
employees contribute $3-dollars.  This differs substantially from CalPERS, which sets 
employee contribution as a percent of salary between 7% and 9% depending on the 
plan.  As noted in Table 5, many Cities pay much of the employee contribution on behalf 
of the employees, further complicating any comparison.  As noted in Methodology, the 
Grand Jury is reluctant to interpolate the data provided.  The San Jose survey response 
shows that Federated employees pay 4.68% (of payroll) toward pension, which 
compares to CalPERS’ MISC plan at 8%.  San Jose’s Public Safety employees pay 
approximately 10.5% (of payroll) toward pension, which compares to CalPERS’ Public 
Safety plan at 9%. 
                                            
43 As a function of inflation, CalPERS COLA has a clause protecting retirees from losing more than 20% 
of their buying power in retirement which could result in increases greater than 2%.  When CPI is less 
than the 2% promised, CalPERS COLA also entails “banking” of COLA as unneeded credits that can be 
applied when CPI is greater than 2%.  This results in annual COLA increase in excess of 2% when the 
CPI exceeds 2%. 
44 The ratio of Past Service Cost to Normal Cost (expressed in Percent Payroll) for Federated and Public 
Safety are:  15.58/12.76 and 22/27 respectively 
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From a cost perspective, there is insufficient data to determine if the 3:8 ratio results in 
net savings or increased cost to San Jose, compared to the CalPERS plan.  However, 
excluding Past Service Cost from any form of employee cost sharing does result in San 
Jose paying a higher portion of the cost of providing Benefits. 
 
Self-Managed Investing 
 
The Federated and Public Safety Boards independently manage approximately $2B in 
assets each (approximately $4B total).  Both currently assume a 7.5% ROI, similar to 
the recently adopted CalPERS ROI.  As with CalPERS, these investment returns are 
expected to pay the majority of the costs for providing benefits.  It is critical, therefore, to 
compare the actual investment performance to what is actuarially assumed, and it is 
useful to compare San Jose’s investment performance to CalPERS.  
  
As was shown in Figure 1, both Federated and Public Safety ROI for the last ten years 
has been below the actuarial assumptions but slightly better than what CalPERS did in 
the same time period.  San Jose did not provide ROI data for 2011. The DJIA is shown 
in the figure for comparison purposes and is intended to show that both San Jose and 
CalPERS outperformed the general market (represented by DJIA) by a wide margin, yet 
still fell below the optimistic actuarial assumptions so critical to economic viability. 
 
The largest advantage of managing one’s own plans would seem to be the added 
flexibility it affords the city in tailoring retirement formulas to meet the needs and means 
of the city.  Although there is little evidence the city is using this advantage in the current 
first tier plans (as noted, San Jose plans are both very similar to CalPERS plans 
offered), this advantage may be utilized if and when second tier plans are developed. 
  
Supplemental Retiree Benefit Reserve (SRBR) 
 
Recall from Table 3 that the combined pension unfunded liability for both the Federated 
Plan and the Public Safety Plan is $1,434,696,471.   As has already been discussed 
and demonstrated, the largest single contributor to this is when the achieved ROI falls 
short of the actuarially assumed ROI.  With this in mind, it is difficult to comprehend how 
responsible financial management would allow withdrawal of any portion of excess ROI 
whenever the market actually does out-perform the expected rate to be used to pay 
dividends in the form of an additional “thirteenth check”45 to retirees.  But this is exactly 
what the SRBR does.  In the case of the Federated Plan, the market must only exceed 
the expected rate in a single year to permit withdrawal of a portion of the excess ROI for 
that year.  For the same thing to happen in the Public Safety plan, the running five-year 
average must exceed the expected return rate to permit withdrawal.  
 

                                            
45 Generally, a windfall dividend payment. 
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It should be noted that San Jose has temporarily suspended the SRBR payouts. 
Although San Jose has suspended payouts, the funds remain in the account and San 
Jose has not used the payout to pay down its underfunded liability.  In fact, the 
suspension merely delays eventual payment to retirees in the form of even larger 
“thirteenth checks.”   A better use for these excess funds might be to retain them to pay 
down the underfunded Benefits, as long as an underfunded liability exists.   
 
Why Such Variance with Estimated Future Benefit Costs? 
 
Much has been written regarding the predicted ARC cost for San Jose in FY 2015/2016.  
Published estimates vary in the range of $400M to as much as $650M.  The latter figure 
represents a more than doubling of the current ARC of $245M per year—a rate of 
increase not seen in any of the other Cities.  
 
The Grand Jury interviewed several key personnel associated closely with these 
predictions to determine why there is so much variability in the estimates.  In particular, 
the Grand Jury wanted to answer the following questions: 
 

 Were these predictions based on sound, factual data? 
 

 Does $650M represent a worst case number or could it be higher? 
 
The Grand Jury learned that a large set of assumptions factor into any actuarial 
valuation and many of these assumptions have complex interdependencies with one 
another.  The actuarial valuation itself is a rigorous, precise mathematical calculation 
based upon these assumptions.   
 
The ARC value can vary, from 400M to $650M or higher, when assumptions are 
adjusted.  Just two of those actuarial assumption changes, by themselves, account for 
$120M of the $250M difference between the high and low estimate.   These two 
assumption changes are: 
 

 Longer life expectancy of Public Safety employees46 than previously assumed 
 

 Lower ROI rate. 
 

Key personnel associated with making actuarial predictions gave an example where 
increasing the life expectancy of police and fire to be closer to the life expectancy of 
miscellaneous employees would increase the cost by approximately $40M.  This is a 
reasonable assumption change to consider since it reflects demographic changes that 
CalPERS also has begun to reflect.  In another assumption query, if the ROI were 

                                            
46 CalPERS has been recognizing this trend and several Cities cited this as being a contributor to 
unfunded liability  
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lowered by a whole percentage point to 6.5%, more in line with actual ROI for the last 
ten years, this would contribute an additional $80M to the cost of ARC.  Importantly, the 
rationale for exploring a lower ROI was not to bring it into agreement with recent 
earnings history, but to move San Jose’s portfolio from one of high risk and high 
volatility to a position of low risk and low volatility.    
 
The $650M per year cost estimate is not a worst case number.  Pension experts the 
Grand Jury interviewed stated that other actuarial assumption changes, within reason 
and easily justified, would result in ARC costs even higher than $650M per year.  The 
Grand Jury understands that exploring these actuarial assumptions is justified.  They 
help bring attention to the severity of the Benefits crisis and abate the trend of pushing 
financial problems to future generations of taxpayers.  
 
 
Conclusions 
 
Very optimistic actuarial assumptions result in lower ARC costs, leading to insufficient 
funding and causing unfunded liabilities.  The most critical of these is the ROI, which is 
generally assumed to be 7.5%47.  The actual ROI for the last ten years has been 6.1%.  
This underperformance is the largest contributor to the Cities’ combined unfunded 
liability of over $7B.  Future taxpayers are responsible for paying benefits that are being 
earned and collected today.  Lowering the expected ROI—as recommended by leading 
economists and recognized financial experts—significantly increases ARC and further 
exacerbates attainment of balanced budgets. Public employee Benefits, especially after 
being enhanced retroactively, have been shown to be more generous than those found 
in the private sector and at an earlier retirement age.  The amount a public employee 
contributes toward benefits is shown to generally be less than an employee in the 
private sector.  As a result of lower public employee contribution rates toward their 
retirement, increasingly large ARC costs must be funded by taxpayer dollars.  Ignoring 
this largesse will result in increased taxes combined with reduced services. 
 
Average pensions are often cited in the range of $30,000, but these statistics can be 
misleading.  For instance, they include persons whose careers lasted five years or part-
time employees with longer service periods.  Likewise, it can include employees who 
work an entire career in the public sector but for different public entities over the course 
of their careers.  Each city that the employee worked for pays only its pro-rated portion 
of the retirees pension.  Thus, the employee’s actual pension is larger than the portion 
attributable to each public entity. 
 
Tier 2 plans that Cities are implementing offer a modest reduction to the future liability, 
but do not significantly impact the unfunded liability in the short term. To address the 
short-term cost of the public Benefit crisis, possible solutions may be found in two 

                                            
47 Some OPEB ROI are at lower values. 
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elements of private sector benefits.  The first is the need to reduce the level of benefits 
to be more comparable to those found in the private sector, inclusive of extending 
retirement age.  Second, public employees must contribute a greater share towards 
their Benefits, particularly those employees who receive enhanced Benefits.  Such 
solutions will reduce the burden the unfunded Benefits have placed upon current and 
future taxpayers.  
 
As to the question of defined benefits versus defined contributions, public Benefits 
continue to be based on a defined benefit model versus the defined contribution model 
that private industry has moved toward. The defined contribution model works well in 
the public sector.  It offers a working solution to the public sector as a means of 
reducing the risk of high-cost defined benefit plans.  Benefit plans are heavily 
subsidized by pubic sector employers compared to the contributions of private sector 
employers.  
 
The Grand Jury concludes that until significant modifications are enacted, there is no 
doubt that the escalating cost of providing Benefits at the current level is interfering with 
the delivery of essential City services and the ultimate cost to the taxpayers is an 
unbearable burden.  These costs are already impacting delivery of essential services as 
demonstrated by San Jose reducing police and fire department staffing levels, closing 
libraries or not opening those newly built, curtailing hours of community centers, and not 
repairing pot-holed city streets.  Other cities in the County are likely to face similar 
challenges as long as high cost benefit plans face an underfunding liability. 
Understanding how Cities created this problem through unfunded retroactive benefit 
enhancements, compounded by poor ROI, helps taxpayers understand that the problem 
will not go away on its own. 
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Findings and Recommendations 
 
When the term Cities is used below, it includes the following: Santa Clara County; the 
cities of Campbell, Cupertino, Gilroy, Los Altos, Milpitas, Monte Sereno, Morgan Hill, 
Mountain View, Palo Alto, San Jose , Santa Clara, Saratoga, Sunnyvale; and the towns 
of Los Altos Hills and Los Gatos.  
 
 
Finding 1 
 
Public sector employees are eligible for retirement at least 10 years earlier than is 
common for private sector employees. 
 
Recommendation 1 
 
The Cities should adopt pension plans to extend the retirement age beyond current 
retirement plan ages. 
 
 
Finding 2 
 
Campbell, Gilroy, Los Altos Hills, Los Gatos, Milpitas and Palo Alto have adopted 
second tier plans that offer reduced Benefits, which help reduce future costs, but further 
changes are needed to address today’s unfunded liability. Santa Clara County and the 
cities of Cupertino, Los Altos, Monte Sereno, Morgan Hill, Mountain View, San Jose, 
Santa Clara, Saratoga and Sunnyvale have not adopted second tier plans. 
 
Recommendation 2A 
 
Santa Clara County and the cities of Cupertino, Los Altos, Monte Sereno, Morgan Hill, 
Mountain View, San Jose, Santa Clara, Saratoga and Sunnyvale should work to 
implement second tier plans. 
 
Recommendation 2B 
 
For Gilroy, Los Gatos, Milpitas and Palo Alto, which have not implemented second tier 
plans for MISC and Public Safety second tier plans should be implemented for both 
plans.  
 
Recommendation 2C 
 
All Cities’ new tier of plans should close the unfunded liability burden they have pushed 
to future generations.  The new tier should include raising the retirement age, increasing 
employee contributions, and adopting pension plan caps that ensure pensions do not 
exceed salary at retirement. 
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Finding 3 
 
Retroactive Benefit enhancements were enacted by Cities using overly optimistic ROI 
and actuarial assumptions without adequate funding in place to pay for them. 
 
Recommendation 3 
 
The Cities should adopt policies that do not permit Benefit enhancements unless 
sufficient monies are deposited, such as in an irrevocable trust, concurrent with 
enacting the enhancement, to prevent an increase in unfunded liability.   
 
 
Finding 4 
 
The Cities are making an overly generous contribution toward the cost of providing 
Benefits. 
 
Recommendation 4A 
 
The Cities should require all employees to pay the maximum employee contribution rate 
of a given plan. 
 
Recommendation 4B 
 
The Cities should require employees to pay some portion of the Past Service Cost 
associated with the unfunded liability, in proportion to the Benefits being offered. 
 
 
Finding 5 
 
The Cities are not fully funding OPEB benefits as evidenced by large unfunded liabilities 
and small funded ratios. 
 
Recommendation 5 
 
The Cities, should immediately work toward implementing policy changes and adopting 
measures aimed at making full OPEB ARC payments as soon as possible. 
 
 
Finding 6 
The City of San Jose permits the transfer of pension trust fund money, when ROI 
exceeds expectations, to the SRBR, despite the fact that the pension trust funds are 
underfunded. 
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Recommendation 6 
 
The City of San Jose should eliminate the SRBR program or amend the SRBR program 
to prevent withdrawal of pension trust money whenever the pension-funded ratio is less 
than 100%. 
 
Finding 7 
 
The Cities’ defined benefit pension plan costs are volatile.  Defined contribution plan 
costs are predictable and therefore more manageable by the Cities. 
 
Recommendation 7 
 
The Cities should transition from defined benefit plans to defined contribution plans as 
the new tier plans are implemented. 
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Appendix A: Documents Reviewed 

Report Name 
Report 
Date  Document Source 

Santa Clara County Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR)  30‐Jun‐10  www.sccgov.org/ 

Santa Clara County Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR)  30‐Jun‐11  www.sccgov.org/ 

City of Campbell CAFR  30‐Jun‐10  www.ci.campbell.ca.us/ 

City of Campbell CAFR  30‐Jun‐11  www.ci.campbell.ca.us/ 

City of Cupertino CAFR  30‐Jun‐10  www.cupertino.org/ 

City of Cupertino CAFR  30‐Jun‐11  www.cupertino.org/ 

City of Gilroy CAFR  30‐Jun‐10  www.cityofgilroy.org/ 

City of Gilroy CAFR  30‐Jun‐11  www.cityofgilroy.org/ 

City of Los Altos CAFR  30‐Jun‐10  www.ci.los‐altos.ca.us/ 

City of Los Altos CAFR  30‐Jun‐11  www.ci.los‐altos.ca.us/ 

Town of Los Altos Hills CAFR  30‐Jun‐10  www.losaltoshills.ca.gov/ 

Town of Los Gatos CAFR  30‐Jun‐10  www.town.los‐gatos.ca.us/ 

City of Milpitas CAFR  30‐Jun‐10  www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov/ 

City of Monte Sereno CAFR  30‐Jun‐10  Monte Sereno city hall 

City of Morgan Hill CAFR  30‐Jun‐10  www.morgan‐hill.ca.gov/ 

City of Morgan Hill CAFR  30‐Jun‐11  www.morgan‐hill.ca.gov/ 

City of Mountain View CAFR  30‐Jun‐10  www.ci.mtnview.ca.us/ 

City of Mountain View CAFR  30‐Jun‐11  www.ci.mtnview.ca.us/ 
City of Palo Alto CAFR (Revised December 21, 2010)  30‐Jun‐10  www.cityofpaloalto.org/ 

City of San Jose CAFR  30‐Jun‐10  www.sanjoseca.gov/ 

City of Santa Clara CAFR  30‐Jun‐10  www.santaclaraca.gov/ 

City of Saratoga CAFR  30‐Jun‐10  www.saratoga.ca.us/ 

City of Sunnyvale CAFR  30‐Jun‐10  www.sunnyvale.ca.gov/ 

Pension Sustainability: Rising Pension Costs Threaten the City's Ability 
to Maintain Service Levels ‐ Alternatives For A Sustainable Future  29‐Sep‐10  www.sanjoseca.gov/auditor 

Cities Must Rein in Unsustainable Employee Costs (Santa Clara 
County Grand Jury Report)  30‐Jun‐10 

http://www.scscourt.org/court_divisions/civil/cgj/grand_jury.
shtml 

Running on Empty (San Mateo County Grand Jury Report)  30‐Jun‐11  www.sanmateocourt.org/court_divisions/grand_jury/ 

National Compensation Survey: Employee Benefits in Private Industry 
in the Untited States, 2005  1‐May‐07  www.bls.gov/ncs/home.htm 

A Preliminary Analysis of Governor Brown's Twelve Point Pension 
Reform Plan (Prepared by CalPERS)  30‐Nov‐11  www.calpers.ca.gov/eip‐docs/preliminary‐analysis.pdf 

CalPers Pension Benefit Primer  1‐Oct‐09  www.calpersresponds.com/downloads/Pension_Primer.pdf 

More Pension Math: Funded Status, Benefits, and Spending Trends 
for California's Largest Independent Public Employee Pension 
Systems  21‐Feb‐12  www.cacs.org/images/dynamic/articleAttachments/7.pdf 

Statement No. 45 of the Governmental Accounting Standards Board  30‐Jun‐04  Santa Clara County Finance Agency 
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Appendix B: Grand Jury Survey 
Instructions: Please complete the questions below. The questionnaire consists of three sections: Section 1 
covers questions regarding Pension Benefits, Section 2 covers questions regarding Other Post Employment 
Benefits and Section 3 covers questions regarding vacation and sick leave payout policy at time of 
retirement.  Insert your responses directly into this file and return it in your email reply. 

Please respond by Dec 19th to this questionnaire for both the fiscal year ending 6-30-2010 and the fiscal year 
ending 6-30-2011.  If you have questions or require additional time, please reply via email as quickly as 
possible to allow sufficient time to resolve issues.  Thank you. 

Section 1: PENSION  
1. How many defined pension plans do you have?  Please identify them by name and answer all 

subsequent questions for each identified plan name.   
2. Does CalPERS administer your pension fund? If not, please identify and describe the manner in 

which the pension plan is being administered. 
3. Please provide a description of each defined pension plan that you provide to your employees.   

• At what age is an employee eligible for a pension? 
• How many years must an employee work to be vested for a pension? 
• Are employees required to make contributions to their own accounts?  If so, what percent of their 

salary is paid toward their pension?  Is there any annual or lifetime employee contribution cap? 
• Does the plan include cost-of-living allowance increases post retirement? 

4. For each identified plan, what percent of an employee’s income is earned toward retirement each year of 
employment? 

• For each identified plan, is there an identified maximum salary percent cap that can be earned in 
retirement? 

5. Do plan participants contribute to Social Security? 
6. For each identified plan, describe the formula for determining final compensation used in factoring a 

retiree’s pension. Include number of months that income is averaged, whether or not overtime is included or 
excluded from this calculation, and whether or not any other form of employee payments other than base 
salary are included in the formula (awards, bonuses, travel compensation, etc.). 

7. How much money was contributed in each of the last two fiscal years toward pensions (not 
including employee contributions)? 

• What percent was this of total payroll? 
8. How much pension money was paid out in each of the last two fiscal years to retirees?  

• How many retired employees are currently collecting benefits?   
• How many active employees are there currently?  
• How many employees are within five years of being eligible for retirement? 

9. For each plan, please identify and quantify all significant actuarial assumptions used in evaluation of 
ARC to include:  
a) Amortization period 
b) Investment rate of return 
c) Projected salary increases 
d) Overall payroll growth 
e) Inflation factor 
f) Smoothing duration 
g) Other, if applicable 

10. What is the unfunded liability of each identified plan for the fiscal years 2010 and 2011?  
11. Please indicate the major reasons for the unfunded liability.  For each reason provided, indicate the 

approximate percentage of contribution to total unfunded liability. 
12. What is the funded ratio of each identified plan for the fiscal years 2010 and 2011? 
13. When was the last time the funds have been funded at the level of 100% or higher?   
14. Have pension contributions ever been reduced from calculated ARC payments?   

• What year was the last time this happened? 
15. Please summarize any significant changes to pension benefits over the last ten years for each plan.  

• For each, indicate if this was a pension benefit enhancement or reduction.   
16. Please provide any evidence that indicates how projected pension costs are expected to change in 

the next 5 to 10 years. (Page referencing within an included URL or separate attachment with 
appropriate material is an acceptable response.) 
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Appendix B: Grand Jury Survey - continued 
 

17. Please provide any evidence of the strategies that are in work to reduce the rate of pension 
escalation. (Page referencing within an included URL or separate attachment with appropriate 
material is an acceptable response.) 

18. For each plan, please provide evidence as to how pension fund past performance is doing relative to 
assumed performance for the last ten years. (Page referencing within an included URL or separate 
attachment with appropriate material is an acceptable response.) 

 

Section 2: OTHER POST EMPLOYMENT BENEFITS 
1. How many defined benefit plans do you have? Please identify them by name and answer all 

subsequent questions for each identified plan name. 
2. Does CalPERS administer your OPEB fund? If not, please identify and describe the nature of the 

OPEB benefit plan being used. 
3. Please provide a description of the OPEB benefits to include: 

• At what age is an employee eligible for a OPEB benefits? 
• How many years must an employee work to be vested for a OPEB benefits? 
• Are employees required to make contributions to their own OPEB benefits?  If so, how much?   
• Are OPEB benefits limited to employees only or do they include additional family members? 

Identify any additional family members qualifying for OPEB benefits. 
4. Is OPEB generally offering health care benefits (defined benefit) or is it making contributions 

(defined contribution) toward health care?  
• Are there caps in what is paid? 
• Who is at risk for escalating health costs; the employee or the employer?  

5. How much money was contributed in each of the last two fiscal years to OPEB (not including any 
employee contribution)? 

• What percent of total payroll cost was this? 
6. How much money was paid out in each of the last two fiscal years in OPEB benefits?  

• How many retired employees are currently collecting OPEB benefits?  
• How many current employees are there? (If the number of current employees is different 

here than provided above, please explain the difference.) 
7. Please identify and quantify all significant actuarial assumptions used in evaluation of ARC to 

include:  
a) Amortization period 
b) Investment rate of return 
c) Projected health care increases 
d) Inflation factor 
e) Smoothing duration 
f) Other, if applicable 

8. What is the OPEB unfunded liability of each identified plan for the fiscal years 2010 and 2011?  
9. Please indicate the major reasons for the unfunded liability.  For each reason provided, indicate the 

approximate percentage of contribution to total unfunded liability. 
10. What is the funded ratio of each identified OPEB plan for the fiscal years 2010 and 2011?  
11.  When was the last time the funds have been funded at the level of 100% or higher? 
12. Have OPEB contributions ever been reduced from calculated ARC payments?   

• What year was the last time this happened? 
13. Please summarize any significant changes to OPEB benefits over the last ten years.  For each, 

indicate if this was a benefit enhancement or reduction. 
14. Please provide any evidence that indicates how much OPEB benefit costs are expected to rise in the 

next 5 to 10 years. (Page referencing within an included URL or separate attachment with 
appropriate material is an acceptable response.) 

15. Please provide any evidence of plans that are in work to reduce future OPEB costs? (Page 
referencing within an included URL or separate attachment with appropriate material is an 
acceptable response.) 

16. Please provide any evidence as to how OPEB fund past performance is doing relative to assumed 
performance? (Page referencing within an included URL or separate attachment with appropriate 
material is an acceptable response.) 
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Appendix B: Grand Jury Survey - continued 
 

Section 3: VACATION AND SICK LEAVE ACCRUAL POLICIES 
1. Please describe vacation policy to include:   

• How many vacation days are granted at what seniority levels? 
• Is there any limit to the amount of vacation time that can be accrued? 
• Is unused vacation paid upon retirement? 

2. Please describe sick leave policy to include: 
• Is there any limit to the number of sick days allowed per year? 
• Is there any limit to the amount of sick days that can be accrued? 
• Are unused sick days paid upon retirement? 
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 Appendix C: Glossary of Terms & Acronyms 
Actuarial Assumptions: Assumptions representing expectations about future events (e.g. expected 
investment returns on plan assets, member retirement and mortality rates, future salary increases, or 
inflation) which are used by actuaries to calculate pension liabilities and contribution rates.  
 
Actuarial Valuation: Technical reports conducted by actuaries that measure retirement plans’ assets 
and liabilities to determine funding progress. They also measure current costs and contribution 
requirements to determine how much employers and employees should contribute to maintain 
appropriate benefit funding progress. 
 
Actuary: Professionals who analyze the financial consequences of risk by using mathematics, statistics, 
and financial theory to study uncertain future events, particularly those of concern to insurance and 
pension programs. Pension actuaries analyze probabilities related to the demographics of the members 
in a pension plan (e.g., the likelihood of retirement, disability, and death) and economic factors that may 
affect the value of benefits or the value of assets held in a pension plan’s trust (e.g., investment return 
rate, inflation rate, rate of salary increases). 
 
Actuarial Accrued Liability (AAL): The value of benefits promised to employees and retirees for 
services already provided. This concept applies to both the pension liability and retiree health care 
liabilities.  
 
Annual Required Contribution (ARC): The amount of money that actuaries calculate the employer 
needs to contribute to the retirement plan during the current year for benefits to be fully funded over 
time.  Generally CalPERS uses a 30 year period. 
 
CAFR: Acronym for Comprehensive Annual Financial Report 
 
CalPERS: Acronym for California Public Employees’ Retirement System 
 
Defined Benefit: Promised fixed sum paid or service rendered. The assets in a defined benefit plan are 
held by the employer who incurs all investments risks.  See also defined contribution. 
 
Defined Contribution: Contributions made by an employer to an individual employees investment 
account such as a 401k.  All investment gains or losses are those of the employee, not the employer.  
See also defined benefit.   
 
Employer Paid Member Contribution (EPMC): A program whereby the city pays employee 
contribution in a manner in which the amount paid is considered income for the purposes of 
determining pension.  As exemplified by one city, “For example, an employee with a $100K income and 
a 7% EPMC retires using a salary of $107K per year rather than $100K per year.” 
 
Experience Gains/Losses: Gains or losses that arise from the difference between actuarial 
assumptions about the future and actual outcomes in an organization’s pension plan. 
 
First tier (1st tier) plans: Benefits promised to all employees prior to the implementation of a second 
tier plan.  First tier plans have generally been enhanced; contributing to the cost escalation.  See also 
“second tier” in the Glossary. 
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Appendix C: Glossary of Terms & Acronyms - continued 
 

Funded Ratio: The market value of assets divided by the accrued liability.  Funded ratio is a measure of 
the economic soundness of a fund. 
 
Market Gains/Losses: Gains or losses that arise from an increase or decrease in the market value of a 
plan’s assets, including stock, real property, and investments. 
 
Miscellaneous (MISC) employee/plan: Public employees who are not sworn police or fire.  The 
term MISC generally is used to describe a pension plan.  The city of San Jose refers to these employees 
as belonging to a Federated plan rather than a MISC plan. 
 
Normal Cost: That  portion of the ARC (see above) which is based solely on the value of the benefits 
being offered.   
 
OPEB: Acronym for Other Post Employment Benefits.  OPEB benefits are primarily health care 
benefits but can include other benefits such as life insurance.   
 
Opt In Plan: Term used to designate an employee elective benefit plan; employees choose between 
maintaining current benefits but at an increased employee contribution rate or elect to receive  lower 
benefits and avoid increases to employee contribution rates. 
 
Risk Pool: In 2005 CalPERS created risk pools to aggregate small cities (generally defined as having less 
than 100 employees) into large pools to eliminate statistical anomalies associated with small sample sizes 
and gain reporting efficiencies.   
 
ROI: Acronym for Return on Investment.  See also Market Gains/Losses. 
 
Public Safety Employees: Most police and fire personnel.  Other public employees are generally 
referred to as miscellaneous employees (see above) and may include some members of police and fire 
departments.  
 
Second tier (2nd tier) plans: Benefits promised to all employees hired after the date of implementing 
a plan with reduced benefits.   Second tier plans generally have reduced benefits and lower costs.   See 
also “first tier” in the Glossary. 
 
Sidefund: Generally the unfunded liability that existed prior to entering a risk pool.  A city is 
responsible for their entire sidefund plus their portion of the risk pool.  Sidefund repayment can be 
accelerated.  Some cities did not separate sidefund monies from ARC while others did.   
 
Smoothing of Gains/Losses: Actuarial method of spreading, or smoothing, market gains and losses 
over a period of time. The purpose of smoothing is to minimize short-term, year-to-year contribution 
rate fluctuations which may result from market swings. The smoothed asset value is also known as the 
actuarial value of assets.   
 
Unfunded Liability: This is the unfunded  obligation for prior benefit costs, measured as the difference 
between the accrued  liability and plan assets. When using the actuarial value of plan assets, it is also 
referred to as the Unfunded Actuarial Accrued  Liability (UAAL). 
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This report was PASSED and ADOPTED with a concurrence of at least 12 grand jurors 
on this 17th day of May, 2012. 
 
 

Kathryn G. Janoff 
Foreperson 
 
 
 
Alfred P. Bicho 
Foreperson pro tem 
 
 
 
James T. Messano 
Secretary 
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455 EAST CALAVERAS BOULEVARD, MILPITAS, CA  95035-5479 

GENERAL INFORMATION: 408-586-3000  www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov  

 

 

 

 

 

 

April 18, 2017 

 

Santa Clara County Civil Grand Jury 

Superior Court of California  

Attention: Tamara Davis, Deputy Manager of Jury Services 

191 North First Street 

San Jose, CA 95113 

 

Dear Ms. Davis: 

 

The 2016-2017 Santa Clara County Civil Grand Jury has asked for the City of Milpitas to review the 2011-

2012 Civil Grand Jury report titled “An Analysis of Pension and Other Post Employment Benefits” and the 

corresponding recommendations to provide 1) the City’s view of the recommendations, 2) whether the 

recommendations were accepted, and 3) the City’s plan for future action.  The City last provided 

feedback to the Santa Clara County Civil Grand Jury on these recommendations on September 6, 2012. 

 

The economic climate of California has changed since the report “An Analysis of Pension and Other Post 

Retirement Benefits” was prepared.  In particular, CalPERS has experienced poor rates of return.  As a 

result, the CalPERS Board lowered the discount rate in 2013 from 7.75% to 7.5%, which increases the 

CalPERS employer rates.  The rate of return continues to be below expectations and the CalPERS Board 

voted in December 2015 to lower the discount rate further from 7.5% to 7.0% over the next three years.  

This additional change to the discount rate will have a tremendous financial impact on employers as 

employer rates will increase up to 20%. 

 

The City has prepared the following updates to the Findings and Recommendations presented in the 

original report. 

  

Finding 1: Public Sector employees are eligible for retirement at least 10 years earlier than is common 

for private sector employees. 

 

Recommendation 1: The Cities should adopt pension plans to extend the retirement age beyond current 

retirement plan ages. 

 

Response: The City of Milpitas adopted two-tiered pension plans for miscellaneous employees on 

October 9, 2011 and for public safety employees on March 6, 2012.  For miscellaneous employees hired 

into the second tier CalPERS retirement plan, the formula changed from the first tier 2.7% at age 55 to 

2.0% at age 60. For public safety employees hired into the second tier CalPERS retirement plan, the 

formula changed from 3% at age 50 to 3% at age 55.  The second tier increased the retirement age for 

employees hired after the date of adoption and reduced the benefit level for new employees.  The final 

compensation for employees hired into the second tier for both plans is based on the highest three 

years.    

 

C I T Y  O F  M I L P I T A S  
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On January 1, 2013, CalPERS implemented the California Public Employees’ Pension Reform Act of 2013 

(PEPRA). The pension reform bill impacts new public employees and establishes a cap on the amount of 

compensation that can be used to calculate a retirement benefit.  “New” non-safety miscellaneous 

members hired after January 1, 2013 are placed into a 2% at age 62 retirement tier and “new” safety 

members are placed in a 2.7% at age 57 plan.  New members are required to contribute at least 50% of 

the total normal cost for their plan. 

A “new” member is defined as a CalPERS member who first established CalPERS membership on or after 

January 1, 2013 and is not eligible for reciprocity with another California public retirement system; or a 

member who established membership prior to January 1, 2013, and who is rehired by a different 

CalPERS employer after a break in service of greater than six months.  Anyone who does not fall into the 

definition of a “New” member is considered a “Classic” member or employee. 

PEPRA further limited the categories of compensation that can be considered “pensionable” for new 

members, reducing their benefit at retirement.  Similar to the City’s second tier, the new PEPRA 

formulas are also based on the highest three year average rather than highest twelve-month. 

 

Finding 2: Campbell, Gilroy, Los Altos Hills, Los Gatos, Milpitas and Palo Alto have adopted second tier 

plans that offer reduced Benefits, which help reduce future costs, but further changes are needed to 

address today's unfunded liability.  Santa Clara County and the cities of Cupertino, Los Altos, Monte 

Sereno, Morgan Hill, Mountain View, San Jose, Santa Clara, Saratoga and Sunnyvale have not adopted 

second tier plans. 

 

Recommendation 2A: Santa Clara County and the cities of Cupertino, Los Altos, Monte Sereno, Morgan 

Hill, Mountain View, San Jose, Santa Clara, Saratoga and Sunnyvale should work to implement second 

tier plans. 

 

Response: Recommendation 2A does not apply to the City of Milpitas. 

 

Recommendation 2B: For Gilroy, Los Gatos, Milpitas and Palo Alto, which have not implemented second 

tier plans for MISC and Public Safety second tier plans should be implemented for both plans. 

 

Response: Recommendation 2B was fully implemented.  The City of Milpitas adopted two-tier pension 

plans for both miscellaneous employees and public safety employees on October 9, 2011 and March 6, 

2012, respectively. 

 

Recommendation 2C: All Cities' new tier of plans should close the unfunded liability burden they have 

pushed to future generations.  The new tier should include raising the retirement age, increasing 

employee contributions, and adopting pension plan caps that ensure pensions do not exceed salary at 

retirement. 

 

Response: Implementation of a second tier of retirement pension plan and enactment of PEPRA did 

raise the minimum requirement age.  PEPRA further implemented a cap on the retirement earnings 

possible for new hires.   It will take years for cities to realize the cost savings because there are more 

employees working at the previously adopted tiers of the retirement plans.  At this time, CalPERS is 

including all employees in the same actuarial valuation used to calculate employer required 

contributions.  As more employees are enrolled in the second tier or PEPRA, then CalPERS will be able to 

conduct actuarial valuations on the various groups.  

 

Finding 3: Retroactive Benefit enhancements were enacted by Cities using overly optimistic ROI and 

actuarial assumptions without adequate funding in place to pay for them. 
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Recommendation 3: The Cities should adopt policies that do not permit Benefit enhancements unless 

sufficient monies are deposited, such as in an irrevocable trust, concurrent with enacting the 

enhancement, to prevent an increase in unfunded liability. 

 

Response: The City of Milpitas contributed money to a trust through CalPERS California Employers’ 

Retiree Benefit Trust (CERBT) to pre-fund OPEB obligations.  The prefunding efforts have yielded positive 

progress so far to help pay for retiree medical obligations.  The City of Milpitas has started exploring 

similar plans for pension obligations.  

 

Finding 4: The Cities are making an overly generous contribution toward the cost of providing benefits. 

 

Recommendation 4A: The Cities should require all employees to pay the maximum employee 

contribution rate of a given plan. 

 

Response: The City of Milpitas employees have been paying the maximum employee contribution rate 

for years.  Miscellaneous employees pay 8% and public safety employees pay 9%. 

 

Recommendation 4B: The Cities should require employees to pay some portion of the Past Service Cost 

associated with the unfunded liability, in proportion to the benefits being offered. 

 

Response: The City of Milpitas previously negotiated through MOUs with employee groups to require 

employees to contribute a certain percentage of their salaries toward City's share of the pension costs, 

in addition to the employees' maximum share.  Employees' contributions ranged from 7% to 15.4%.  The 

City reduced the required employer contributions through collective bargaining to assist in recruitment 

and retention of qualified staff.   Currently, two of the City’s five bargaining units contribute 1% toward 

the employer contribution.   

 

Fire safety employees implemented a cost-share of 3% of the CalPERS employer rate through the 

collective bargaining process for a contract amendment under Government Code Section 20516 

effective June 28, 2105.  Any future changes will need to be negotiated with the individual bargaining 

groups, while still maintaining the City’s ability to attract and retain top talent. 

 

Finding 5: The Cities are not fully funding OPEB benefits as evidenced by large unfunded liabilities and 

small funded ratios. 

 

Recommendation 5: The Cities, should immediately work toward implementing policy changes and 

adopting measures aimed at making full OPEB ARC payments as soon as possible. 

 

Response: The City continues to fund the full Annual Required Contribution (ARC) every year.  The City 

of Milpitas’ unfunded liability had increased from $29.7 million as of June 2011 to $36.0 million as of the 

last valuation (June 2015).  This increase is due to the increased number of retirees, increased life 

expectancy, and rising healthcare costs. 

 

Finding  6: The  City  of  San  Jose  permits the  transfer of  pension trust  fund  money, when  ROI 

exceeds expectations, to the SRBR, despite the fact that pension trust funds are underfunded. 

 

Recommendation 6: The City of San Jose should eliminate the SRBR program or amend the SRBR 

program to prevent withdrawal of pension trust money whenever the pension-funded ratio is less than 

100%. 

 



4 

 

Response: Recommendation 6 does not apply to City of Milpitas. 

 

Finding 7: The Cities' defined benefit pension plan costs are volatile.   Defined contribution plan costs 

are predictable and therefore more manageable by the Cities. 

 

Recommendation 7: The Cities should transition from defined benefit plans to defined contribution 

plans as the new tier plans are implemented. 

 

Response: This recommendation still needs further exploration to determine feasibility and the ability to 

continue to attract quality employees for key positions. 

 

Should you have any questions or concerns regarding the City’s response, please feel free to contact 

Milpitas City Manager Thomas C. Williams at 408-586-3050 or twilliams@ci.milpitas.ca.gov.   

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Richard Tran 

Mayor  

 

 

cc: Milpitas City Council 

Tom Williams, City Manager 



Recording Requested by and 
When Recorded Mail to: 
 
CITY OF MILPITAS 
Attn:  City Clerk  
455 E. CALAVERAS BOULEVARD 
MILPITAS, CA  95035-5479 
  
Record without fee under 
Section 6103 – Government Code 
State of California 
 

 

(SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE RESERVED FOR RECORDER’S USE) 
 

RESOLUTION NO. ___________ 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MILPITAS GRANTING 

INITIAL ACCEPTANCE OF IMPROVEMENTS AND APPROVING REDUCTION IN PENAL 

SUM OF SUBDIVISION IMPROVEMENT SECURITY FOR THE COBBLESTONE 

SUBDIVISION, PROJECT NO. 2792 

 
WHEREAS, on May 7, 2013, the City Council of the City of Milpitas (“City”) conditionally 

approved the Cobblestone Subdivision, Project No. 2792 (the “Project), to be completed by Tri Pointe 
Homes, Inc., a Delaware corporation (the “Subdivider”), as part of its development project with 28 single 
family detached residential units and four live-work units located at 375 Los Coches Street; and 

 
WHEREAS, on March 18, 2014, the City approved Public Improvement Plan 2-1188 (“Public 

Improvements”) for the Project, and the City and the Subdivider entered into a Subdivision Improvement 
Agreement (SIA); and 

 
WHEREAS, Tri Pointe Homes, Inc., as Principal, and Developers Surety and Philadelphia 

Indemnity Insurance Company, as Surety, executed and posted certain Faithful Performance Bond No. 
PB03010401247 as security, conditioned upon the faithful performance of the provisions of the SIA and 
upon the faithful performance of all Public Improvements work required thereunder; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Public Improvements for the Project have been completed; and  
 
WHEREAS, the SIA provides that the security shall extend for a period of one year after the date 

of acceptance of Public Improvements to cover the warranty period of said improvements under said SIA; 
and  

 
WHEREAS, the City Council is willing to consent to a reduction in the penal sum of said 

security during said one-year warranty period; and  
 
WHEREAS, the City Engineer of the City of Milpitas (the “City Engineer”) has made a final 

inspection of the Public Improvements for the Project and recommends that the City Council accept the 
Public Improvements as constructed in accordance with the approved plans and specifications. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council hereby finds, determines, and resolves as follows:  
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Resolution No. ___ 

 

1. The City Council has considered the full record before it, which may include but is not 
limited to such things as the staff report, testimony by staff and the public, and other 
materials and evidence submitted or provided to it. Furthermore, the recitals set forth above 
are found to be true and correct and are incorporated herein by reference.  

 
2. Those certain Public Improvements constructed as part of the Cobblestone Subdivision, 

Project No. 2792 (Tract No. 10221), are hereby accepted as constructed in accordance with 
the approved plans and specifications upon recommendation of the City Engineer.  

 
3. The penal sum of that certain security, Faithful Performance Bond No. PB03010401247, 

furnished by the above-named Subdivider, as Principal, and the above-named Surety in 
connection with the SIA for the Cobblestone Subdivision Project, may be reduced to the sum 
of $25,000.00, upon request of said Principal and Surety, with said penal sum as reduced to 
apply from the date of completion and acceptance of said improvements and to extend for the 
balance of the term of one year of said security.  Provided, however, that nothing herein 
contained shall in any way be deemed to be a waiver, release or relinquish by City of any 
obligations imposed upon the Subdivider or its Surety, or sureties, by law or by the SIA, save 
and except as expressly set forth herein.   

 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED this ________ day of _______________ 2017, by the following vote: 
 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

 
ATTEST: APPROVED:  
 
 
_____________________________ ___________________ 
Mary Lavelle, City Clerk Rich Tran, Mayor  
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Christopher J. Diaz, City Attorney 
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Resolution No. ____ 

Recording Requested by and 
When Recorded Mail to: 
 
City of Milpitas  
Attention:  City Clerk 
455 East Calaveras Boulevard 
Milpitas, CA  95035 
 
Record without fee under 
Section 6103 - Government Code 
State of California 

 
RESOLUTION NO. ___ 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MILPITAS GRANTING 

INITIAL ACCEPTANCE OF IMPROVEMENTS AND APPROVING REDUCTION IN PENAL 

SUM OF SUBDIVISION IMPROVEMENT SECURITY FOR THE PACE SUBDIVISION, 

PROJECT NO. 2762 

 
WHEREAS, on November 15, 2011, the City Council of the City of Milpitas (“City”) 

conditionally approved the PACE Subdivision, Project No. 2762 (the “Project”), to be completed by 
Contour Trade Zone, LLC, a Delaware limited liability Company (the “Subdivider”), as part of its 134-
unit residential development located at 300, 324-368 Montague Expressway; and 

 
WHEREAS, on March 19, 2013, the City approved Public Improvement Plan 2-1161 (“Public 

Improvements”) for the Project and the City and Subdivider entered into a Subdivision Improvement 
Agreement (“SIA”); and 

 
WHEREAS, Contour Trade Zone, LLC, as Principal, and Developers Surety and Philadelphia 

Indemnity Insurance Company, as Surety, executed and posted that certain Faithful Performance Bond 
No. PB00473800010 as security, conditioned upon the faithful performance of the provisions of the SIA 
and upon the faithful performance of all Public Improvements work required thereunder; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Public Improvements for the Project have been completed; and  
 
WHEREAS, the SIA provides that the security shall extend for a period of one year after the date 

of acceptance of Public Improvements to cover the warrantee period of said Public Improvements under 
the SIA; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City Council is willing to consent to a reduction in the penal sum of said 

security during said one-year warranty period; and  
 
WHEREAS, the City Engineer of the City of Milpitas (“City Engineer”) has made a final 

inspection of the Public Improvements for the Project and recommends that the City Council accept the 
Public Improvements as constructed in accordance with the approved plans and specifications. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council hereby finds, determines, and resolves as follows:  
 

1. The City Council has considered the full record before it, which may include but is not 
limited to such things as the staff report, testimony by staff and the public, and other 
materials and evidence submitted or provided to it. Furthermore, the recitals set forth above 
are found to be true and correct and are incorporated herein by reference.  
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Resolution No. ____ 

2. Those certain Public Improvements constructed as part of the PACE Subdivision, Project No. 
2762, are hereby accepted as constructed in accordance with the approved plans and 
specifications upon recommendation of the City Engineer.  

 
3. The penal sum of that certain security, Faithful Performance Bond No. PB00473800010, 

furnished by the above-named Subdivider, as Principal, and the above-named Surety in 
connection with the SIA for the Pace Subdivision Project, may be reduced to the sum of 
$190,000.00, upon request of said Principal and Surety, with said penal sum as reduced to 
apply from the date of completion and acceptance of said improvements and to extend for the 
balance of the term of one year of said security.  Provided, however, that nothing herein 
contained shall in any way be deemed to be a waiver, release or relinquish by City of any 
obligations imposed upon the Subdivider or its Surety, or sureties, by law or by the SIA, save 
and except as expressly set forth herein.   

 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED this _____ day of ______ 2017, by the following vote: 
 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

 
ATTEST: APPROVED:  
 
 
_____________________________ __________________________ 
Mary Lavelle, City Clerk Rich Tran, Mayor  
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Christopher J. Diaz, City Attorney 
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY:  

City of Milpitas  

WHEN RECORDED, MAIL TO:  

 
CITY OF MILPITAS 
455 E. CALAVERAS BOULEVARD 
MILPITAS, CA  95035-5479 
 
Attn:  City Clerk 
Exempt from recording fees per Government Code 
§6103 and §27383  

 

  

(SPACE ABOVE FOR RECORDER’S USE) 

 

MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT FOR PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS 
 

 

 THIS MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT FOR PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS (“Agreement”) is 

made and entered into as of _________ ___, 2017 (“Effective Date”) by and between  MOMENTUM AT 

PACE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a California nonprofit mutual benefit corporation 

(“Association”) and CITY OF MILPITAS, a municipal corporation of the State of California (“City”).  

The Association and the City may collectively be referred to herein as the “Party” or the “Parties”.  

 
RECITALS: 

 

A. On November 15, 2011, City Council conditionally approved a 134-unit residential 
development project (MT11-0003, SD11-0012, UP 11-0033) by Contour Trade Zone (“Developer”) 
located at 300, 324-368 Montague Expressway at Trade Zone Boulevard and McCandless Drive.  

B. On March 19, 2013, City Council approved a final map Tract No. 10138 which was filed 
for record in the Office of Recorder of County of Santa Clara County, State of California.  

C. Lots C, E and F are dedicated to the City for public street and utility purpose, and accepted 
by the City subject to improvements as shown on the final map and on Exhibit A attached hereto and 
incorporated herein by reference.   

D. The public improvements located on Lots C, E and F are shown on City approved 
improvement plans 2-1161. 

E. Lot F is located between the County of Santa Clara Montague Expressway (“County Right-
of-way”) and the Developer’s project site.  Within Lot F, there are certain public improvements, including 
but not limited to sidewalk, landscaping and irrigation, stormwater bio-retention basin, pedestrian lighting 
and appurtenances, etc. (hereinafter “Public Improvements”). 

F. Developer and the County of Santa Clara executed a Maintenance and Indemnification 
Agreement (MIA) filed for record in the Office of Recorder of the County of Santa Clara as document no. 

*12B
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22227319 on May 20, 2013, providing that the Developer shall maintain public improvements located in 
the County Right-of-way. 

 
G. Lot F is contiguous to the County Right-of-way with Public Improvements, therefore, all 

Public Improvements located within Lot F shall be maintained by the Developer or its successor and/or 
assigns such as the Association.  

 
F. The Parties desire to enter into this Agreement to set forth the roles and responsibilities of 

the Parties relating to the maintenance of the Public Improvements. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, for valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby 
acknowledged, the Parties hereto agree as follows: 
 

1. City Maintenance Area:  
City shall maintain the public improvements as shown on approved plan no. 2-1161 within 
Lots C and E. 
 

2. Association Maintenance Area:   
Association shall maintain the Public Improvements as shown on approved plan no. 2-1161 
located within Lot F (hereinafter “City Right-of-way”). 
 

3. Grant of License.   
City grants Association a non-exclusive license to perform on-going maintenance, repair, 
and replacement of those Public Improvements in, on, above, below, or within the City 
Right-of-way.  
 

4. Party Status.   
For purposes of this Agreement, Association shall be considered solely as a non-exclusive 
licensee and not as an agent or subsidiary of the City; no possessory interest or right to 
own, lease, occupy or control the Public Improvements are granted herein in any way.   

 
5. Association Defined.  

For purposes of this Agreement, the term “Association” shall include any transferee or 
successor-in-interest.   

 
6. Maintenance Obligations of Public Improvements. 

 
(a) Upon completion and City’s acceptance of Public Improvements, Association shall, 

at Association’s sole cost and expense, fully and timely perform and satisfy any 
and all terms, conditions, and maintenance obligations of this Agreement.  
Association shall, at Association’s sole cost and expense, provide labor, 
supervision, supplies, materials, equipment, transportation and any and all other 
tools and manpower necessary to clean, preserve, maintain and repair and replace 
the Public Improvements, as further set forth herein.  The maintenance services 
required herein is referred to as the “Maintenance Services” and shall be subject 
to City review and approval. 

(b) Association agrees and acknowledges that the Public Improvements, as depicted in 
Exhibit A, shall be open to the public as solely determined by City.  Nothing herein 
gives Association the right to restrict, exclude, or in any manner prohibit any person 
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from using the Public Improvements. If Association believes that any portion of the 
Public Improvements need to be restricted or closed for public safety purposes to 
perform the Maintenance Services described herein, Association shall obtain City’s 
prior written approval and shall comply with all requirements imposed by the City, 
which shall include but not be limited to the Association following the City’s 
preferred manner of restricting access, and the Association providing notice to the 
public of any such restrictions and corresponding traffic plan. 

(c) Association and each of their respective employees, contractors, or agents shall 
have a non-exclusive right to enter into, over, and across the City Right-of-way for 
the limited purpose of performing the Maintenance Services of the Public 
Improvements subject to the approval requirements outlined in Exhibit C. 

(d) Association shall perform the Maintenance Services in accordance with all 
procedures set forth in operating manuals and warranty documentation for the care 
and preservation of any Public Improvement, applicable maintenance standards set 
forth by the City for other similar public improvements maintained by City and as 
further set forth in this Agreement (the “City Standards”).  Maintenance Services 
performed under this Agreement shall be subject to City review and approval.  After 
completion and City’s acceptance of the Public Improvements, the City and 
Association shall immediately meet to discuss such maintenance obligations.  
Thereafter, City and Association shall meet when requested by the City to confirm 
that the scope of the maintenance obligations being performed by the Association 
is consistent with City Standards.  The costs of the Maintenance Services shall be 
exclusively borne solely by Association.    

(e) Maintenance Service Requests. Association shall respond to all special service 
requests for Maintenance Services within forty-eight (48) hours.  Special service 
requests can include any aspect of duty under the Maintenance Services, as 
determined solely by City, including graffiti abatement, the repair of vandalism 
(e.g., the scattering of broken glass), and pavement damage.  All special services 
requests that involve a potential safety hazard(s) or dangerous conditions), as 
determined solely by City, shall be addressed within twenty-four (24) hours. 

(f) Work Force. 

i. Association shall designate one qualified representative with experience in 
public improvement maintenance to (1) be available by telephone for any 
emergency; (2) schedule and coordinate maintenance and repairs required 
under this Agreement; (3) coordinate and prepare pesticide and incident 
reports; and (4) address and respond to any questions or concerns that may 
arise during the performance of this Agreement.   

ii. All Association’s employees, agents, representatives, contractors or 
subcontractors (“Work Force”) may perform Maintenance Services under 
this Agreement.  

iii. All Work Force personnel shall be qualified to perform the duties assigned to 
them by Association and possess the requisite licenses and necessary permits 
to perform such Maintenance Services.  All Work Force shall conduct 
themselves at all times in a courteous and businesslike manner. 
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(g) Days and Hours of Services.   
Maintenance Services shall be performed on Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, 
Thursday, and Friday between 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., unless agreed to otherwise 
in writing. 

(h) Materials.   
All materials used in the Maintenance Services shall be approved in advance by 
City’s Director of Public Works.   

(i) Compliance. 

i. Association shall comply with all City rules, regulations, and policies relating 
to Public Improvements.  Association, or its Work Force, shall be solely 
responsible for, and will pay, any excise taxes, fees, contributions, or charges 
applicable to the conduct of its business or which may be levied on the 
Maintenance Services hereunder. 

ii. Association shall not make any improvements, alterations, additions, or 
changes to the Public Improvements other than those contemplated by the 
Maintenance Services as described herein and in Exhibit C, without obtaining 
City’s prior written consent.   

iii. Association and/or its Work Force shall not store any equipment, materials, 
or supplies in, on or upon the City’s City Right-of-way. 

7. Damage or Destruction to Improvements.   
In the event that the Public Improvements are damaged by fire or other casualty or event 
during the Term of this Agreement, Association shall at Association's sole cost, within 
thirty (30) days, commence and diligently pursue to completion the repair, replacement or 
reconstruction of the Improvements. 

8. Liens.   
Association shall keep the City Right-of-way free from any encumbrances or liens arising 
out of any work performed, materials furnished, or obligations incurred by or for 
Association, provided, however that Association may contest any such liens in good faith 
by appropriate proceedings. Association shall promptly pay and discharge all claims for 
work or labor done, supplies furnished or services rendered at the request of Association 
and shall keep the City Right-of-way free and clear of all mechanics' and material liens in 
connection therewith.  The City shall have the right to post or keep posted on the City 
Right-of-way, or in the immediate vicinity thereof, any notices of non-responsibility for 
any construction, alteration or repair of the Public Improvements by Association.  If any 
such lien is filed, the City may, but shall not be required to, upon written notice to 
Association, take such action or pay such amount as may be necessary to remove such lien.  
Association shall reimburse City for all reasonable sums paid by City under this section 
within thirty (30) days after written notice is received from City of the amount expended. 

9. Insurance of Association. 
 

(a) Before beginning any work under this Agreement, Association shall procure 
"occurrence coverage" insurance against claims for injuries to persons or damages 
to property that may arise from or in connection with the performance of the work 
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consisting of the construction of the Public Improvements and the ongoing 
maintenance of the Public Improvements hereunder by the Association and its 
agents, representatives, employees, and subcontractors.  Association shall provide 
proof satisfactory to City of such insurance that meets the requirements of this 
section and under forms of insurance satisfactory in all respects to the City.  
Association shall maintain the insurance policies required by this section 
throughout the term of this Agreement and shall produce copies of said policies to 
the City upon demand.  Verification of the required insurance shall be submitted 
and made part of this Agreement prior to execution. 

 
(b) Subcontractors. 

Association shall include all contractors or subcontractors as insureds under its 
policies or shall obtain separate certificates and endorsements for each 
subcontractor. 

(c) Workers’ Compensation.  Association shall, at its sole cost and expense, maintain 
Statutory Workers’ Compensation Insurance and Employer’s Liability Insurance 
for any and all persons employed directly or indirectly by Association.  The 
Statutory Workers’ Compensation Insurance and Employer’s Liability Insurance 
shall be provided with limits of not less than ONE MILLION DOLLARS 
($1,000,000.00) per accident.  The insurer shall waive all rights of subrogation 
against the City and its officers, officials, employees, and volunteers for loss arising 
from work performed under this Agreement.  An endorsement shall state that 
coverage shall not be suspended, voided, canceled, except after thirty (30) days' 
prior written notice has been given to the City. 
 

(d) Commercial General and Automobile Liability Insurance.   
 

i. General requirements. Association, at its own cost and expense, shall maintain 
commercial general and automobile liability insurance for the term of this 
Agreement in an amount not less than TWO MILLION DOLLARS 
($2,000,000.00) per occurrence, combined single limit coverage for risks 
associated with the work contemplated by this Agreement. If a Commercial 
General Liability Insurance or an Automobile Liability form or other form with 
a general aggregate limit is used, either the general aggregate limit shall apply 
separately to the work to be performed under this Agreement or the general 
aggregate limit shall be at least twice the required occurrence limit.  Such 
coverage shall include protection against claims arising from bodily and 
personal injury, including death resulting therefrom, and damage to property   
resulting from Association’s performance, or failure to perform, its obligations 
under this Agreement, including the use of owned and non-owned automobiles. 

 
ii. Minimum scope of coverage.  Commercial general coverage shall be at least as 

broad as Insurance Services Office Commercial General Liability occurrence 
form CG 0001 (ed. 11/88) or Insurance Services Office form number GL 0002 
(ed. 1/73) covering comprehensive General Liability and Insurance Services 
Office form number GL 0404 covering Broad Form Comprehensive General 
Liability.  Automobile coverage shall be at least as broad as Insurance Services 
Office Automobile Liability form CA 0001 (ed. 12/90) Code 1 (“any auto”).  
No endorsement shall be attached limiting the coverage. 
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(e) Additional requirements.  Each of the following shall be included in the insurance 

coverage or added as an endorsement to the policy: 
 

i. City and its officers, officials, agents, and employees (the “City Additional 
Insureds”) shall be covered as additional insureds with respect to each of the 
following: liability arising out of activities performed pursuant to this 
Agreement by or on behalf of Association, including the insured’s general 
supervision of Association; products and completed operations of Association 
with respect to the City Public Improvements; premises owned, occupied, or 
used by Association to the extent the same pertain to Association’s obligation 
under this Agreement; and automobiles owned, leased, or used by the 
Association to the extent the same pertains to the Property Owner’s obligation 
under this Agreement.   

 
ii. The insurance shall cover on an occurrence or an accident basis, and not on a 

claims-made basis. 
 

iii. An endorsement must state that coverage is primary insurance with respect to 
the City and its officers, officials, agents, and employees, and that, except as 
otherwise provided herein, no insurance or self-insurance maintained by the 
City shall be called upon to contribute to a loss under the coverage. 

 
iv. Any failure of Association to comply with reporting provisions of the policy 

shall not affect coverage provided to City and its officers, officials, agents, and 
employees. 

 
v. An endorsement shall state that coverage shall not be suspended, voided, or 

canceled  except after thirty (30) days' prior written notice  has been given to 
the City. 

 
vi. Verification of Coverages. 

Insurance is to be placed with insurers acceptable to the City Manager.  
Association shall furnish City with certificates of insurance and with original 
endorsements affecting coverage required by this Agreement.  The certificates 
and endorsements for each insurance policy are to be signed by a person 
authorized by that insurer to bind coverage on its behalf. 

Proof of insurance shall be either emailed in pdf format to, mailed to the 
following postal address or any subsequent email or postal address as may be 
directed in writing by the City Engineer or designee: 

The City of Milpitas  
Director of Public Works  
Nina Hawk 
1265 N. Milpitas Boulevard  
Milpitas, CA  95035 

vii. Insurance coverage levels under this Agreement may be modified by the City, 
in its sole discretion, upon one (1) year’s advance notice to the Association. 
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viii. Association shall provide to the City certificates of insurance upon acquisition 
and renewal of insurance coverage. 

 
 

10. Duration.  
This contract runs in perpetuity but it can be terminated immediately by City at its sole 
discretion by providing notice to Association.  Association shall be able to terminate this 
Agreement solely for breach upon thirty (30) days’ notice to City.  

 
11. Right of City to Remedy Failure of Maintenance Obligation. If Association fails to comply 

with the provisions of this Agreement, then City may deliver written notice to Association 
identifying the specific defects regarding the Maintenance Services. Subject to Section 6, 
Association shall have fifteen (15) business days to correct the City’s concerns, provided 
that if such correction cannot be completed within fifteen (15) business days, then 
Association shall be afforded a reasonable amount of additional time to correct City’s 
concerns provided that Association commences such correction during the initial fifteen 
(15) business days and diligently pursues such correction.  Notice provided by the City 
shall specify the date Association must remedy the City’s concerns in order to avoid action 
by the City. If the Association disagrees in good faith with the City’s concerns, Association 
shall notify the City of such disagreement within seven (7) business days of receipt of such 
notice and the parties shall discuss in good faith the City’s concerns and Association’s 
disagreement with such concerns.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, if the City determines 
an emergency situation exists which must be remedied immediately, then the City will 
provide written notice to Association  specifying that the emergency situation must be 
remedied within twenty-four (24) hours. 
 
If after notice from the City, Association fails to correct the specific defects identified in 
the City’s notice within the specified time period set forth above, the City shall have the 
right to remedy the defects. The City may retain, at its election its own contractors, or the 
Association’s contractors, or other appropriate third party company to complete the work. 
Any costs incurred by the City for maintenance of the City Right-of-wayy shall be solely 
borne by the Association.  The City shall provide an invoice for the maintenance cost 
incurred by the City to Association.  Association shall remit payment to the City within 
thirty (30) days from receipt of the invoice.  The Parties agree that any maintenance 
undertaken by the City under this section shall not terminate the maintenance obligation of 
Association.  In the event of non-compliance with the City’s notice more than twice in any 
twelve (12) month period, or lack of prompt reimbursement, the City retains the right to 
any collection remedies it may have according to law.  

 
12. Indemnification.  

Association hereby covenants and agrees to indemnify, defend, and hold City, its officers, 
official, agents, and employees, free and harmless from and against any and all claims, 
damages (including damage to property, death and injury to persons), demands, losses, 
obligations, judgments, liabilities, costs and expenses (including, without limitation, 
attorneys’ and other fees) (collectively, “Losses”) arising from or in any way connected 
with or related to any of the following: (i) any lawsuit, arbitration, administrative 
proceeding or other legal action concerning Association’s and/or its agents’ acts or 
omissions with regard to the Maintenance Services, or any other maintenance or 
construction contemplated under this Agreement for the City Public Improvements and, 
(ii), any breach by Association of any of its obligations under this Agreement.  However, 
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in no event shall Association be obligated to defend or indemnify the City with respect to 
Losses to the extent caused by the sole negligence or sole willful misconduct of the City, 
its employees, representatives, or agents. 
 
(a) If any portion of the City Public Improvements, or any portion of the City Property is 

damaged by any of the activities conducted by Association or its Members hereunder, 
Association shall promptly, at its sole cost, repair any and all such damage and restore 
the City’s Public Improvements or any part of the City Property to substantially the 
same condition as it was prior to such damage, reasonable wear and tear accepted. 

 
13. Validity.   

If any one or more of the terms, provisions, promises, covenants, conditions or option 
provisions of this Agreement shall to any extent be adjudged invalid, unenforceable, void 
or voidable for any reason whatsoever by a court of competent jurisdiction, each and all of 
the remaining terms, provisions, promises, covenants, conditions and option provisions of 
this Agreement shall not be affected thereby and shall be valid and enforceable to the fullest 
extent permitted by law. 

 
14. Notices.  

Unless otherwise provided in this Agreement, all notices, demands, or other 
communications given pursuant to the terms of this Agreement shall be in writing and shall 
be deemed to have been given upon personal delivery or as of the second business day after 
mailing in the United States registered or certified mail, return receipt requested, postage 
prepaid, addressed as follows or to such other address or to such other person as either 
party may designate:  

 
City: 

City Milpitas  
1265 N. Milpitas Boulevard 
Milpitas, California  95035   
Attention:   Director of Public Works   
Telephone: (408) 586-2600  
  
Association: 

Momentum at PACE Homeowners Association 
Attn: Courtney B. Fanello 
First Service Residential 
4637 Chabot Drive, Suite 202 
Pleasanton, CA 94588  
925-701-3393 
 

15. Headings.  
The titles or headings of the sections of this Agreement are not a part of the Agreement and 
shall have no effect upon the construction of or interpretation of this Agreement. 

 
16. Binding Effect.   

This Agreement, and the terms, provisions, promises, covenants, conditions and option 
provisions hereof, shall be binding upon and shall inure to the benefit of the parties hereto 
and their respective heirs, legal representatives, successors and assigns. 
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17. Nondiscrimination.   
The Association covenants by and for itself, its successors and assigns, and all persons 
claiming under or through it, that this Agreement is made and accepted upon and subject 
to the following conditions: 
   
(a) That there shall be no discrimination against or segregation of any person or group 

of persons, on account of sex, marital status, race, color, creed, national origin, 
ancestry, gender, disability or sexual orientation, in the assignment of obligations or 
hiring for maintenance services  on the City Right-of-way and Public Improvements 
herein operated. 

 
18. Exhibits.  This Agreement includes the following Exhibits that are attached hereto and 

incorporated herein: 
 

Exhibit A City Right-of-way and Improvement Plan No. 2-1161 
Exhibit B Public Improvements Maintenance Functions  
Exhibit C Maintenance Services 

 
19. General Provisions.  
 

(a) Hazardous Materials.  
i. Association’s covenants and agrees that it shall not cause or permit any 

Hazardous Material (as defined by “Laws” below) to be brought upon, kept, used, 
stored, generated or disposed of in, on or about the City Right-of-way except in 
compliance with applicable environmental laws.  Association agrees that during 
the Term of this Agreement, Association shall not be in violation of any federal, 
state or local law, ordinance or regulation relating to industrial hygiene, soil, 
water, or environmental conditions on, under or about the City Right-of-way 
including, but not limited to, Hazardous Material Laws.  Association further 
agrees that during the Term of this Agreement, there shall be no use, presence, 
disposal, storage, generation, release, or threatened release of Hazardous 
Materials on, from or under the City Right-of-way in violation of any Hazardous 
Material Laws.  Association shall take reasonable precautions to eliminate any 
hazards relating to its activities on or about the City Right-of-way and all Public 
Improvements hereunder. 

 
ii. If Association or any of its Members causes or permits the release of any 

Hazardous Materials in, on, under or about the City Right-of-way or any other 
City property, Association shall, promptly, at no expense to City, take any and all 
appropriate actions to return the City Right-of-way or other City property affected 
thereby to the condition existing prior to such release and otherwise investigate 
and remediate the release in accordance with all applicable laws and 
requirements. 

 
iii. Association shall indemnify City from and against any and all claims, orders, 

rulings, regulations, or lawsuits during or after the Term of this Agreement 
relating to any release of Hazardous Materials as set forth in Section 9(A) above. 
The foregoing indemnity includes, without limitation, all costs associated with 
the investigation and remediation of Hazardous Material(s) and with the 
restoration of the City Right-of-way to its prior condition including, without 
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limitation, fines and penalties imposed by regulatory agencies, natural resource 
damages and losses, and re-vegetation of the City Right-of-way Improvements. 

 
(b) Waiver.   

The waiver by one Party of any breach by any other Party of any of the provisions of 
this Agreement shall not constitute a continuing waiver or a waiver of any subsequent 
breach either of the same or of another provision of this Agreement. 

 
(c) Entire Agreement.   

This Agreement, including all exhibits attached hereto, represents the entire 
understanding of the Parties as to those matters contained herein.  No prior oral or 
written understanding shall be of any force or effect with respect to those matters 
covered hereunder.  This Agreement may be modified only by a written amendment 
duly executed by the Parties to this Agreement. 

 
 

(d) Compliance with Laws.  
Association shall each comply with all applicable laws, ordinances, codes, and 
regulations (collectively “laws”) of the federal, state, and local governments, 
including without limitation, any and all laws specified elsewhere in this Agreement. 

 
(e) Governing Law.   

This Agreement shall be governed by and in accordance with the laws of the State of 
California. 

(f) Venue.   
In the event that suit shall be brought by either Party to this Agreement, the Parties 
agree that venue shall be exclusively vested in the state courts of the County of Santa 
Clara, or if federal jurisdiction is appropriate, exclusively in the United States District 
Court, Northern District of California, San José, California.   

 
(g) Time is Essence.   

Time is of the essence with respect to the performance of each and every provision 
of this Agreement. 

 
(h) Counterparts.   

This Agreement may be signed in counterparts, each of which shall be deemed an 
original but all of which together shall constitute one and the same Agreement.  A 
copy, original or facsimile with all signatures appended together shall be deemed a 
fully executed Agreement. 

 
(i) Prevailing Wage.   

Maintenance Services performed under this Agreement are subject to the payment of 
prevailing wage in accordance with State Law.  Association shall comply and cause 
its contractors and agents to comply with all prevailing wage requirements under City 
and State Laws.   

 
(j) No Lease.   
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This Agreement (i) is not a lease and does not grant Association any real property 
rights in the City Right-of-way or Public Improvements, and (ii) shall not make 
Association’s an agent for the City. 

 
(k) Ownership.   

Nothing stated in this Agreement shall transfer any ownership rights or interests of 
the City Right-of-way or Public Improvements.  City, its officers, employees, and 
agents shall have the right to enter into and upon the City Right-of-way, provided that 
such entry does not unreasonably interfere with the maintenance by Association of 
the Public Improvements. 

 
(l) Conflict.   

In the event of any conflicts between the terms and conditions of this Agreement and 
the terms and conditions of other agreements, the terms of this Agreement shall 
prevail.   

 
(m) Confidential Information.   

All City data, documents, discussions or other information developed or received by 
or for Association in performance of this Agreement are confidential and must not be 
disclosed to any person or entity except as authorized in writing by City or as required 
by law (“Confidential Information”), provided however such Confidential 
Information may be disclosed to Association, lenders, accountants, lawyers, insurers, 
representatives and any other advisors who shall be required under a written 
agreement to comply with this provision.  Property Owner, its respective agents, 
directors, officers, employees, consultants, contractors, and subcontractors shall hold 
the Confidential Information in strict confidence and not use on its own behalf or 
disclose such Confidential Information to any third party, unless required by law. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have executed this Agreement as set forth below. 
 
 

 
 

Dated:  ___________________ 
THE CITY OF MILPITAS, 
A municipal corporation under the  
laws of the State of California 

 
“CITY” 

 
 

__________________________ 
City Clerk 

 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 
 

__________________________  
Name:  Christopher Diaz 
City Attorney 

 
 

By:______________________    
 

Name:  Thomas C. Williams 
City Manager 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
Dated: ___________________   
MOMENTUM AT PACE HOMEOWNERS 
ASSOCIATION 

A California nonprofit mutual benefit 

corporation “Association” 

 
By:  ______________________ 
 
 
 
 
By:  _______________________ 
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[INSERT NOTARY] 
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EXHIBIT “A” 

 
CITY RIGHT-OF-WAYY and IMPROVEMENT PLAN NO. 2-1161 
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EXHIBIT “B”  
 

PUBLIC STREET MAINTENANCE FUNCTIONS 

 

Maintenance. Association shall maintain all Public Improvements in the City Right-of-way along 
Montague Expressway.  Maintenance activities will include restoration and capital repairs necessary to 
meet the City’s standard of service.  
 
Limits: Within City Right-of-way 
 
Scope: Maintenance of Public Improvements shall include but not be limited to sidewalk, landscaping and 
irrigation, stormwater bio-retention basin, pedestrian lighting and appurtenances.  Maintenance Functions 
shall be regularly performed to the following minimal standard levels: 
 
(1) Sidewalk.  Inspect, repair, and replace sidewalks as necessary to keep them in a reasonably safe 

condition, including but not limited to erosion control. Sidewalks shall be kept free of tripping 
hazards. Continuous pedestrian (ADA compliant) access shall be maintained on all public sidewalks. 

(2) Litter and Debris. Sidewalks, landscapes and storm drain inlets shall be kept free of debris and litter, 
etc. 

(3) Landscape and Irrigation. Landscaping and planting shall be irrigated, pruned, and fertilized to 
maintain healthy growth. Maintenance shall include weed abatement, hedge trimming/removal, 
plant replacement, chipping, and pest control. Irrigation lines, meters, and appurtenances shall be 
maintained, repaired or replaced as needed.  All bio-retention treatment facilities shall be maintained 
to comply with all the provisions of the Municipal Regional Permit and the approved Storm Water 
Control Plan and Operation and Maintenance Agreement as filed with the Office of Recorder of the 
County of Santa Clara, State of California as document no. 23145660.  

(4) Electrical. Inspection, repair, servicing, and replacement of pedestrian lighting, safety and sign 
lighting, and electrical facilities used to operate automatic watering systems. Pedestrian lights shall 
be in a good state of repair to provide nighttime illumination for safe pedestrian travel.       

(5) Graffiti, Vandalism, Private Signage. Sidewalks and pedestrian lights shall be kept free of graffiti 
and private signage. Signage maintenance shall consist of replacement of existing signs and the 
repair, cleaning, and painting of signs. 

 



16 

EXHIBIT “C”  
 

MAINTENANCE SERVICES 

 

 

*All fees for encroachment permits required for the performance and inspection of maintenance services 
are hereby waived. 

MAINTENANCE 

FUNCTION 

MAINTENANCE SERVICES FREQUENCY PERMIT* 

REQUIRED 

Sidewalk  

Blow pedestrian walkways. 
Power wash hard surfaces. 
Removal, repair, or replacement of sidewalk. 
Remove pedestrian tripping hazard  

1 time per week 
2 times per year 
As needed. 
Within 24 hrs 

No 
No 
Yes 
Yes 

Litter and Debris Remove litter and debris. 
Within 48 hrs 
 

No 

Graffiti, 
Vandalism, Signs 

Graffiti removal (washing, cleaning, and painting). 
Vandalism removal, repair, and or replacement. 
Sign cleaning, repair, removal, and/or replacement. 

Within 48 hrs 
Within 48 hrs 
As needed. 

No 
No 
No 

Electrical 
Inspect, repair, service, or replace electrical 
facilities. 

As needed. 
Yes in ROW 

Landscaping 

Trim and edge turf. 
Collect and dispose of leaves. (3/1-10/31) 
Collect and dispose of leaves. (11/1-2/28) 
Weed Abatement (turf areas) 
Weed Abatement (non-turf areas) 
Hedging to retain and fullness of shrubs. 
Aerate Turf using tractor-mounted aerator. Structural 
tree trimming in travel lane. 
Pruning and trimming trees. 
Trim and fertilize landscape planting. 

2 times per month 
1 time per month 
2 times per month 
4 times per year 
3 times per year 
2 times per year 
2 times per year1 
time per year 
2 times per year 
2 times a year 

No 
No 
No 
No 
No 
No 
Nos 
No 
No 

Irrigation 

Check system, adjust and repair as needed. Irrigation 
Controller (IC) annual cleaning. 
IC  fuse check. 
IC fuse & battery replacement. 
Test backflow preventer & submit certificate. 

2 times per month. 
1 time per year. 
1 time per year. 
As needed. 
1 time per year. 

No 
No 
No 
No 
No 

Pest Control 
Control flies, ants, bees, spiders, & other insects in 
landscaping and treatment areas. 

As needed. 
No 

Vector control 
Provide rodent control and removal to maintain safe 
and attractive landscape. 

As needed. No 

Emergency Repair All public safety concerns & hazard removal.  Within 24 hrs No 



   

RESOLUTION NO. ______ 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MILPITAS 

 RELEASING UNCLAIMED CHECKS 

 

WHEREAS, the checks and credits on the list attached hereto as Exhibit A have been outstanding 
and unclaimed for more than one year; and 
 

WHEREAS, each of the checks and credits on the list attached hereto as Exhibit A is for an amount  
less than $15, or for an amount in which the depositor’s name is unknown. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Milpitas hereby finds, determines, and 
resolves as follows:  
 

1. The City Council has considered the full record before it, which may include but is not 
limited to such things as the staff report, testimony by staff and the public, and other 
materials and evidence submitted or provided to it. Furthermore, the recitals set forth above 
are found to be true and correct and are incorporated herein by reference.  

 
2. The unclaimed checks and credits on the list attached hereto as Exhibit A in the total 

amount of $930.80 shall be transferred to the General Fund in accordance with Section 
50055 of the California Government Code.  

 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED this on _____ day of ______, 2017 by the following vote: 
 

AYES:  
 
NOES:  
 
ABSENT:  
 
ABSTAIN:  
 

ATTEST:      APPROVED: 
 
 
             
Mary Lavelle, City Clerk    Rich Tran, Mayor 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
      
Christopher J. Diaz, City Attorney 
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Date Check No. Amount

7/3/2015 350768 1.09$               

7/3/2015 350830 5.88$               

7/17/2015 351182 5.39$               

7/17/2015 351087 12.50$             

9/11/2015 352184 6.77$               

9/11/2015 352257 6.77$               

9/18/2015 352292 6.77$               

9/18/2015 352298 14.44$             

9/25/2015 352603 7.06$               

11/13/2015 353446 5.00$               

11/13/2015 353447 11.37$             

11/27/2015 353716 6.77$               

12/11/2015 354092 11.01$             

2/5/2016 355087 10.81$             

2/26/2016 355592 5.00$               

2/26/2016 355682 5.00$               

2/26/2016 355523 6.77$               

2/26/2016 355527 6.77$               

2/26/2016 355610 6.77$               

2/26/2016 355501 10.00$             

2/26/2016 355538 13.00$             

2/26/2016 355520 13.54$             

3/18/2016 356093 5.00$               

3/18/2016 356071 5.50$               

3/18/2016 356073 6.77$               

3/18/2016 356081 6.77$               

3/18/2016 356082 10.00$             

CHECKS - SUBTOTAL: 212.52$           

FINANCE OPERATION ACCOUNTS

- Amount Less Than $15.00

UNCLAIMED CHECKS/CREDITS

Exhibit A

- No Later than March 2016

1/2



Date Amount Date Amount Date Amount

3/8/2004 5.00$               7/23/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

7/1/2008 9.75$               7/23/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

9/9/2009 7.00$               7/23/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

4/28/2010 2.00$               7/23/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

7/12/2010 4.00$               7/23/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 9.00$               

7/26/2010 8.63$               7/23/2013 8.63$               7/25/2013 8.63$               

7/21/2011 0.26$               7/23/2013 8.63$               7/25/2013 8.63$               

1/6/2012 8.00$               7/23/2013 8.63$               7/25/2013 8.63$               

1/20/2012 10.00$             7/23/2013 8.63$               7/25/2013 8.63$               

6/15/2012 8.00$               7/23/2013 8.63$               7/25/2013 8.63$               

7/18/2012 10.00$             7/23/2013 8.63$               7/26/2013 3.09$               

7/31/2012 7.22$               7/23/2013 8.63$               7/26/2013 8.63$               

8/29/2012 8.62$               7/23/2013 8.63$               7/26/2013 8.63$               

10/12/2012 10.00$             7/23/2013 8.63$               8/16/2013 10.89$             

11/19/2012 11.25$             7/23/2013 8.63$               9/3/2013 2.00$               

1/10/2013 13.00$             7/23/2013 8.63$               9/13/2013 0.50$               

3/25/2013 6.00$               7/23/2013 8.63$               

4/2/2013 8.00$               7/23/2013 8.63$               

4/22/2013 2.50$               7/23/2013 8.63$               

4/30/2013 5.00$               7/23/2013 8.63$               

5/3/2013 1.00$               7/23/2013 8.63$               

5/9/2013 9.62$               7/24/2013 3.54$               

5/10/2013 3.09$               7/24/2013 6.47$               

5/24/2013 8.00$               7/24/2013 6.47$               

5/24/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 6.47$               

6/19/2013 6.00$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

7/1/2013 6.00$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

7/23/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

7/23/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

7/23/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

7/23/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

7/23/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

7/23/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

7/23/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

7/23/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

7/23/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

7/23/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

7/23/2013 8.63$               7/24/2013 8.63$               

718.28$           

930.80$       

CREDITS - SUBTOTAL:

 UNCLAIMED CHECKS/CREDITS - GRAND TOTAL:

Exhibit A

RECREATION ACCOUNTS

UNCLAIMED CHECKS/CREDITS

- Amount Less Than $15.00

- No Later than March 2016
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

GOVERNOR’S OFFICE OF EMERGENCY SERVICES   Cal OES ID No:______________________ 

Cal OES 130  
  

  

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MILPITAS 

DESIGNATION OF APPLICANT'S AGENT RESOLUTION 

FOR NON-STATE AGENCIES  
 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE City Council of the City of Milpitas: 

 

THAT   the City Manager of the City of Milpitas, OR 

 

  the Assistant City Manager of the City of Milpitas, Or 

 

 the Fire Chief of the City of Milpitas 

 

is hereby authorized to execute for and on behalf of the City of Milpitas, a public entity established under the laws 

of the State of California, this application and to file it with the California Governor’s Office of Emergency 

Services for the purpose of obtaining certain federal financial assistance under Public Law 93-288 as amended by 

the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act of 1988, and/or state financial assistance 

under the California Disaster Assistance Act.  

  

THAT the City of Milpitas, a public entity established under the laws of the State of California, hereby authorizes 

its agent(s) to provide to the Governor’s Office of Emergency Services for all matters pertaining to such state 

disaster assistance the assurances and agreements required.  

 

Please check the appropriate box below: 

 

� This is a universal resolution and is effective for all open and future disasters up to three (3) years following 

the date of approval below.  

 

� This is a disaster specific resolution and is effective for only disaster number(s) ________________________  

    

 PASSED AND ADOPTED this    day of     2017, by the following vote: 

 

AYES:  

NOES:  

ABSENT:  

ABSTAIN:  

 

ATTEST:      APPROVED: 

 

             

Mary Lavelle, City Clerk    Rich Tran, Mayor 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

      

Christopher J. Diaz, City Attorney 

  

*14



 

CERTIFICATION 

  

 I,  , duly appointed and   of  

           (Name)  (Title)  

  

   , do hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of a  

(Name of Applicant)  

 

Resolution passed and approved by the City Council of the City of Milpitas 

on the __________ day of __________, 2017. 

 

    
           (Signature)                (Title)  

 



List of Attachments for Item No. 15  

Calera Creek Heights Drive 

 

Attachments: 

 

15A  City Council Resolution 

15B  Planning Commission Meeting Minutes – March 8, 2017 

15C  Planning Commission Staff Report – March 8, 2017 

15D  Project Plans (separately-bound attachment) 

15E  Story Pole Photographs 

15F  Grading Requirements in Hillside Zones 

 

 



 

 

RESOLUTION NO. _____ 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MILPITAS APPROVING SITE 

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. SD16-0005 TO CONSTRUCT A NEW HILLSIDE HOME ON A 

VACANT 1.5 ACRE SITE LOCATED AT 1639 CALERA CREEK HEIGHTS DRIVE 

 
WHEREAS, on July 29, 2016, an application was submitted by Brandin Roat of Ohashi Design 

(“Applicant” or “Permittee”), for a development proposal to allow the construction of a 5,984 square foot 

two-story single-family residence and two accessory structures on a vacant 1.5 acre site within Planned 

Unit Development No. 32 at 1639 Calera Creek Heights Drive (APN: 029-35-023) (the “Project”).  The 

Project site has a General Plan Designation of Hillside Low-Density, and is zoned Single Family Residential 

- Hillside; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Division completed an environmental assessment for the Project in 

accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), which assessment determined that the 

Project is exempt from CEQA review pursuant to Section 15303 (New Construction and Conversion of 

Small Structures) of the CEQA Guidelines; and 

WHEREAS, on March 8, 2017, a duly-noticed public hearing was held by the City of Milpitas 

Planning Commission on the subject application, at which time all those in attendance were given the 

opportunity to speak on the Project and the Planning Commission recommended approval of the Project to 

the City Council subject to Conditions of Approval; and 

WHEREAS, on April 18, 2017, a duly-noticed public hearing was held by the City of Milpitas 

City Council on the subject application, at which time all those in attendance were given the opportunity to 

speak on the Project; and 

 

NOW THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Milpitas hereby finds, determines and 

resolves as follows: 

SECTION 1:  Recitals  

The City Council has considered the full record before it, which may include, but is not limited to 

such things as the staff report, testimony by staff and the public, and other materials and evidence submitted 

or provided to it.  Furthermore, the recitals set forth above are found to be true and correct and incorporated 

herein by reference. 

SECTION 2:   California Environmental Quality Act Finding 

The project is exempt from further environmental review under CEQA pursuant to Section 

15303(a) for “New Construction or Conversion of Small Structures including one single-family residence, 

or a second dwelling unit in a residential zone,” because it can be seen with certainty that there is no 

possibility that these actions may have a significant effect on the environment.  The Project’s proposed new 

construction of a single-family residence and its accessory structures are within a residentially zoned area 

on a legally established parcel.  

SECTION 3:   Site Development Permit Findings (Section XI-10-57.03(F)(1))  

The City Council makes the following findings based on the evidence in the public record in support 

of Site Development Permit No. SD16-0005:  

1. The layout of the site and design of the proposed buildings, structures and landscaping are 

compatible and aesthetically harmonious with adjacent and surrounding development. 

*15A
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The architectural design and site planning of the proposed home are aesthetically compatible with 

the neighboring homes, adding to the diversity of the architectural styles to the neighborhood, with 

an emphasis of minimizing changes to the natural topography. The proposed home incorporates 

earth tone colors and is sited in a manner as to not draw attention to it when viewing from the valley 

floor.  All exterior materials and finishes work together as a palette of earth tone colors, creating 

harmony with the surroundings. The colors and materials are complementary to the surrounding 

development.  

2. The Project is consistent with the Milpitas Zoning Ordinance. 

 

As demonstrated in the tables below, the Project meets the development standards of the Single 

Family Hillside Zoning District and Calera Creek Heights PUD No. 32 for setbacks, height 

requirements, impervious surfaces, parking, grading, and landscaping. 

 

Table 1 

Summary of Development Standards 

Standards Hillside & PUD 32 

Requirements 

Proposed Complies 

Front Setback 25 ft. minimum 
61.38 ft. from the 

property line 
Yes 

Side Yard Setback 40 ft. minimum 
50 ft. on west, and 83.75 

ft. on east. 
Yes 

Rear  40 ft. minimum 40.25 feet Yes 

Size of Main Residence 6,000 sq. ft. maximum 5,984 sq. ft. Yes 

Size of Accessory 

Structures 

1,200 sq. ft. maximum 

per structure 

Rec. center: 1,176 sq. ft. 

3 car garage: 869 sq. ft. 

Yes 

Impervious Surfaces  8,000 sq. ft. maximum 7,913 sq. ft. Yes 

Building Height 

(Maximum) 

17 ft. west of crestline;  

27 ft. east of crestline 

Main House 1st story, 

Rec. Center, and 

Garage: 12.4 ft., 

Carport: 9.5 ft. west of 

crestline; 

Main House 2nd story: 

23.8 ft. east of crestline 

Yes 

Parking  

4 spaces required.  

4 or more bedrooms: 3 

per unit, plus 1 per each 

additional bedroom 

7 spaces between the 3 

car garage and the open 

trellis (carport) 

Yes 

Due to the subject property’s location, the Project is required to comply with the development 

standards in the City’s Hillside Combining District. Per Municipal Code Section 45.09-7, the 

Planning Commission and City Council shall consider the following guidelines in its review of this 

process.  Staff believes the home is consistent with the Hillside Architectural Guidelines as 

demonstrated. See Table 2 below for consistency. 
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Table 2 

Hillside Zoning Code Compliance 

Site and Architectural Guidelines  

Section 45.09-7 

Consistency Finding 

(a) Avoid unreasonable interference with 

Views and Privacy.  The height, elevations 

and placement on the site of the proposed 

main or accessory structure, when considered 

with reference to the nature and location of 

residential structures on adjacent lots, will 

avoid unreasonable interference with views 

and privacy. 

Consistent.  This finding can be met because 

the project site was designed to maneuver the 

crestline and properly site the residence with the 

least impact on community viewsheds. By 

minimizing heights along the western crestline, 

the project has a limited potential of interfering 

with views of the hillside. The proposed home 

is on a 1.5 acre parcel sitting at a minimum of 

40’ back from their property line with a 

minimum of 90’ between the closest 

neighboring home and therefore will not 

interfere with privacy. 

(b)  Preserve Natural Landscape.  The natural 

landscape will be preserved insofar as 

practicable by designing structures to follow 

the natural contours of the site and minimizing 

tree and soil removal. 

Consistent.  The project site is currently 

undeveloped with minimal trees. No trees will 

be removed from the site. The applicant is 

proposing the addition of 23 trees along with 

shrubbery and natural ground cover. The 

proposed home follows the natural contour of 

the site by observing the crestline zone of 

protection limits. 

(c)  Minimize Perception of Excessive Bulk.  

The design of the proposed main and /or 

accessory structure(s) in relation to the 

immediate neighborhood should minimize the 

perception of excessive bulk. 

Consistent.  The proposed home is stepped 

along the natural contours of the property and as 

a result minimizes the perception of excessive 

bulk. 

(d)  Impairment of Light and Air.  The 

proposed main or accessory structure(s) shall 

not unreasonably impair the light and air of 

adjacent properties nor unreasonably impair 

the ability of adjacent properties to utilize 

solar energy. 

Consistent.  This finding can be met in that the 

home has been proposed to be one story along 

the eastern elevation, where it will not exceed 

17 feet in height from grade and is set back 

greater then what the City Municipal Code 

requires. The low profile design, along with the 

roof, and proper site placement will decrease the 

impairment of natural light and air for the 

adjacent properties and their ability to utilize 

solar energy. 

(e)  Grading.  All grading shall be kept to an 

absolute minimum and shall comply with the 

grading ordinance criteria. 

Consistent.  As proposed, the main dwelling 

shall be located where the parcel is relatively 

flat so that grading can be minimized. The 

proposed grading plan shows how the proposed 
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Site and Architectural Guidelines  

Section 45.09-7 

Consistency Finding 

home is stepped along the natural contours of 

the property and result in 1,020 cubic yards of 

cut and fill for the construction of a new home. 

The impact will be minimal since the new 

contours will be designed to blend with the 

natural contours as demonstrated in the civil 

drawings and therefore meets the grading 

ordinance criteria.   

 

Site & Architectural Design  

The Project is designed in a contemporary style, which adds to the diversity of the neighborhood. 

The modern home incorporates Feng Shui design strategies, such as the balance of positive and 

negative space. The design aesthetic connects the interior with the exterior through the balance of 

use of wall and glass. The articulation of the architectural forms blending with a variety of finishes 

creates an attractive front elevation, along with an integrated driveway pattern which enhances the 

house and the neighborhood. The exterior materials are composed of a stained cedar siding, smooth 

finished stucco, light colored stone, and clean edge metal fascia. The aluminum windows and doors 

are finished to match the metal fascia. All exterior materials and finishes work together as a palette 

of earth tone colors creating harmony with the surroundings. The colors and materials are 

complementary to the surrounding development and within an earth tone range.   

Grading and Landscaping  

Due to the heavily sloped lot and vehicular access requirements, the applicant has requested that 

the site be graded in order to make the site feasible for residential development. In an effort to limit 

the amount of ground to be removed, the applicant has proposed a site plan with a layout of the 

proposed home that steps along the natural contours of the property, resulting in an 1,020 cubic 

yards of cut and fill for the construction of a new home and the required grade at the driveway for 

firetruck access. The proposed landscape plan includes a variety of shrubs and trees.   

Crestline Zone of Protection 

In an effort to protect the quality of views of the hills from the valley floor, development standards 

related to crestlines have been incorporated into the Zoning Code. Per Municipal Code Section XI-

10-45.06, the purpose of the crestline zone of protection is to preserve the natural quality of the 

crestline and the slopes immediately below, when viewed from the valley floor. An exhibit was 

given to the applicant demonstrating the location of prominent crestlines identified by the City. To 

demonstrate compliance with the crestline zone of protection, the applicant installed “story poles” 

along the building perimeter and took photographs from areas recognized by the City as “vantage 

points.” in the submitted photographs of the story pole installation demonstrate that the Project will 

not be visible from the valley floor and, therefore, is compliant with the crestline zone of protection. 

3. The Project is consistent with the Milpitas General Plan. 

The Project is consistent with the Milpitas General Plan, and particularly with Policy Nos. 2.a-I-

23, which states to limit new development in the Hillside Area to only to Very Low Density 

Residential, open space and park uses. The project meets this finding, as the Project site is a part of 

an approved Planned Unit Development. The proposed home is designed to fit in with the natural 

topographic features of the property and reduces the visual impact as viewed from the valley floor.  
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SECTION 4:  City Council Approval 

 

Based on the foregoing, the City Council hereby approves Site Development Permit No. SD16-

0005 to allow the construction of a single-family residence in the hillside district, based on the above 

findings and subject to the Conditions of Approval attached hereto as Exhibit 1 and incorporated herein. 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this _____ day of___________, 2017, by the following vote: 

 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

 

ATTEST:      APPROVED: 

 

 

            

Mary Lavelle, City Clerk    Rich Tran, Mayor 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

      

Christopher J. Diaz, City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT 1 

 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

SITE DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. SD16-0005 

1639 CALERA CREEK HEIGHTS DRIVE (APN 029-35-023) 
 

GENERAL CONDITIONS 

 

1. General Compliance. The applicant and owner, including all successors in interest (collectively 

“Permittee”) shall comply with each and every condition set forth in this Permit. Site Development 

Permit No. SD16-0005 (“Permit”) shall have no force or effect and no building permit shall be issued 

unless and until all things required by the below-enumerated precedent conditions have been performed 

or caused to be performed.  (P) 

2. Modifications to Project.  Any deviation from the approved site plan, floor plans, or other approved 

submittal shall require that, prior to the issuance of building permits, the Permittee shall submit 

modified plans and any other applicable materials as required by the City for review and obtain the 

approval of the Planning Director or his or her Designee.  If the Planning Director or Designee 

determines that the deviation is significant, the Permittee shall be required to apply for review and 

obtain approval of the Planning Commission, in accordance with the Zoning Code.  (P) 

3. Effective Date.  Unless there is a timely appeal filed in accordance with the Milpitas Zoning Code the 

date of approval of this Permit is the date on which the decision-making body approved this Permit.  

(P) 

4. Acceptance of Permit. Should Permittee fail to file a timely appeal within twelve (12) calendar days of 

the date of approval of this Permit, inaction by Permittee shall be deemed to constitute each of the 

following: 

a. Acceptance of this Permit by Permittee; and 

b. Agreement by the Permittee to be bound by, comply with, and to do all things required of or by 

Permittee pursuant to all of the terms, obligations, and conditions of this Permit.  (P) 

5. Permit Expiration.  Pursuant to Section XI-10-64.06 of the Milpitas Zoning Code, this Permit shall 

become null and void if the activity permitted by this Permit is not commenced within two (2) years 

from the date of approval, or for a project submitted with a tentative map, within the time limits of the 

approved tentative map.  Pursuant to Section XI-10-64.06(B) of the Milpitas Zoning Code, an activity 

permitted by this Permit shall be deemed to have commenced when the Project:  

a.  Completes a foundation associated with the project; or 

b.  Dedicates any land or easement as required from the zoning action; or 

c.  Complies with all legal requirements necessary to commence the use, or obtains an occupancy 

permit, whichever is sooner.  (P) 

6. Time Extension.  Pursuant to Section XI-10-64.07 of the Milpitas Zoning Code, unless otherwise 

provided by State law, Permittee shall have the right to request a one-time extension of the Permit if 

the request is made in writing to the Planning Division prior to the expiration date of the approval.  (P) 

7. Project Job Account.  If Permittee’s project job account is at any time delinquent or below the required 

deposit amount, City will not continue to review or process the application until Permittee’s private job 

account is paid in full and the required deposit has been made.  Additionally, prior to the issuance of 

any building permit or occupancy permit, as applicable, Permittee shall pay in full the Project account 

balance and establish a remaining balance of at least twenty-five percent (25%) of the required initial 

deposit.  (P) 

8. Cost and Approval.  Permittee shall fully complete and satisfy each and every condition set forth in this 

Resolution and any other condition applicable to the Project to the sole satisfaction of the City.  



 

Resolution No. ____ 

 

7

Additionally, Permittee shall be solely responsible and liable for the cost to satisfy each and every 

condition.  Permittee shall pay all required fees and charges to City at the rate in effect at time of 

building permit issuance, or, the rate in effect when the fees and charges are due and paid in full to 

City.  There is no vesting of any fees or charges with the adoption of this Resolution.  (P) 

9. Conditions.  Each and every condition set forth in this Exhibit shall apply to the Project and continue 

to apply to the Project so long as the Permittee is operating the Project under the permits and approvals 

in this Resolution.  (P) 

10. Compliance with Laws.  The construction, use, and all related activity authorized under this Permit 

shall comply with all applicable local, State, and federal laws, rules, regulations, guidelines, 

requirements, and policies.  (CA/P) 

11. Previous Approvals.  Permittee shall abide and continue to comply with all previous City approvals, 

permits, or requirements relating to the subject property, unless explicitly superseded or revised by this 

Permit.  (P) 

12. Indemnification.  To the fullest extent permitted by law, Permittee shall indemnify, defend with counsel 

of the City’s choosing, and hold harmless City, its City Council, its boards and commissions, officials, 

officers, employees, and agents from and against any and all claims, demands, obligations, damages, 

actions, causes of action, suits, losses, judgments, fines, penalties, liabilities, costs and expenses 

(including without limitation, attorney's fees, disbursements and court costs) of every kind and nature 

whatsoever which may arise from or in any manner relate (directly or indirectly) to (i) City's approval 

of the Project, including but not limited to, the approval of the discretionary permits, maps under the 

Subdivision Map Act, and/or the City's related determinations or actions under the California 

Environmental Quality Act, and (ii) Permittee’s construction, operation, use, or related activity under 

this Permit.  This indemnification shall include, but not be limited to, damages awarded against the 

City, if any, costs of suit, attorneys' fees, and other expenses incurred in connection with such claim, 

action, causes of action, suit or proceeding whether incurred by applicant, City, and/or the parties 

initiating or bringing such proceeding.  Permittee shall indemnify the City for all of City's costs, 

attorneys' fees, and damages which City incurs in enforcing the indemnification provisions set forth in 

this condition.  Permittee shall pay to the City upon demand or, as applicable, to counsel of City’s 

choosing, any amount owed pursuant to the indemnification requirements prescribed in this condition.  

(P) 

13. Revocation, Suspension, Modification.  This Permit may be suspended, revoked, or modified in 

accordance with Section XI-10-63.06 of the Milpitas Zoning Code.  (P) 

14. Severability.  If any term, provision, or condition of this Permit is held to be illegal or unenforceable 

by the Court, such term, provision, or condition shall be severed and shall be inoperative, and the 

remainder of this Permit shall remain operative, binding, and fully enforceable.  (P) 

15. Permittee shall develop the approved Project in conformance with the approved plans approved by the 

Planning Commission on March 8, 2017, in accordance with these Conditions of Approval. 

Any deviation from the approved site plan, elevations, materials, colors, landscape plan, or other 

approved submittal shall require that, prior to the issuance of building permits, the Permittee shall 

submit modified plans and any other applicable materials as required by the City for review and obtain 

the approval of the Planning Director or Designee.  If the Planning Director or designee determines that 

the deviation is significant, Permittee shall be required to apply for review and obtain approval of the 

Planning Commission or City Council, as applicable, in accordance with the Milpitas Zoning Code. (P) 

16. Response to Conditions of Approval. Permittee shall provide a written response to comments upon 

submittal for building permit application. The responses should clearly indicate how each condition of 

approval has been addressed in the plans and shall note the appropriate plan sheet. (P) 



 

Resolution No. ____ 

 

8

17. Prior to the issuance of a building permit, the owner or designee shall include within the four first pages 

of the working drawings for a plan check, a list of all conditions of approval imposed by the final 

approval of the Project. (P) 

18. Streets shall be designed to generally follow the contours and land form in order to minimize cut and 

fill.  Exposed walls and facing roadways and retaining walls shall be no greater than six feet in height.  

Crib walls fencing roadways shall be no greater than 15 feet in height.  (P) 

19. Landscaping coverage and stabilization of graded slopes shall be selected and designed to be 

compatible with surrounding natural vegetation or to replace removed natural vegetation and should 

recognize climatic, soil, and ecologic characteristic of the region.  Plan materials that require excessive 

water after becoming established should be avoided.  (P) 

20. Trees which have a six inch or greater diameter trunk size at a point three feet above grade may not be 

removed without obtaining prior approval from the City.  The location of all such trees shall be shown 

on all plans submitted for approval.  The Planning Commission, upon review of an “S” Zone application 

approval, shall have the power to authorize removal, relocation or replacement if the Permittee can 

show that such requirement is unreasonable as applied to the particular property.  If the removal is 

permitted, the replacement of any trees removed pursuant to this section shall be at a five to one (5:1) 

ratio.  (P) 

21. Within six months, or such other period established by the Planning Commission, after the 

commencement of grading activities, all graded areas not covered by an impervious surface shall be 

stabilized in such manner as shall be approved by the Community Development Manager.  (P) 

 

22. Where two cut-or-fill slopes intersect, the intersection shall be horizontally rounded and blended.  (P) 

23. Where any cut-or-fill slopes intersect the natural grade, the intersection of each slope shall be vertically 

and/or horizontally rounded and blended.  (P) 

24. Recycled Water for Irrigation:  In accordance with MMC Chapter 6, Title VIII (Ord. No. 240), the 

landscape irrigation system shall be designed to comply with the City’s recycled water guidelines, and 

connect to recycled water system when utilities become available.  (E) 

FIRE DEPARTMENT 

 

25. The Project/development shall comply with the requirements of the Fire Department and the California 

Fire Code, as demonstrated in Fire Department’s Memorandum, dated December 13, 2016, as may be 

amended by the City of Milpitas.  Changes to the site plan and/or internal circulation shall be reviewed 

and approved by the Fire Department. (F) 

BUILDING DEPARTMENT 

 
26. Compliance with Building Code.  The Project shall comply with the requirements of the 2016 CBC, 

CMC, CEC, CPC, Green Building Standards Code, California Energy Code and the 2016 Milpitas 

Municipal Code, as demonstrated in Building and Safety Department’s Memorandum, dated August 

23, 2016.  (B) 

 

(P) = Planning 

(B) = Building 

(F) = Fire Prevention  

(CA) = City Attorney  



  

MEETING MINUTES 
 

MILPITAS PLANNING COMMISSION 

Milpitas City Hall, Council Chambers 

455 E. Calaveras Blvd., Milpitas, CA 

 

Wednesday, March 8, 2017 
 

 

I. PLEDGE OF  

ALLEGIANCE    

 

Chair Mandal called the meeting to order at 7:00 P.M. and led the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

II. ROLL CALL/ 

SEATING OF 

ALTERNATE 

 

Present: Chair Mandal, Commissioners Sandhu, Ciardella, Morris, 
Maglalang, Mohsin, Chua 

 

Absent:      Vice Chair Madnawat 
 

Staff:          Bradley Misner, Katy Wisinski, Lillian Hua, Krishna Kumar 

III. PUBLIC FORUM Chair Mandal invited members of the audience to address the 
Commission and there were no speakers. 

IV. APPROVAL OF 

MEETING MINUTES 

 

Chair Mandal called for approval of the February 22, 2017 meeting 
minutes of the Planning Commission. 
 

Motion to approve Planning Commission meeting minutes. 
 
Motion/Second:     Commissioner Sandhu/Commissioner Chua 

AYES:            7 

NOES:            0 

ABSTAIN:     0      

V. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
Planning Director Bradley Misner announced that the previously 
agendized item to discuss a potential project at 1724 Sunnyhills Drive has 
been continued. The item had been deferred to March 22 however that is 
no longer the case. Staff wishes to take the item to City Council first as a 
discussion item which will likely take place in April. 
 
Commissioner Maglalang thanked Mr. Misner for allowing him to attend 
the Planning Commissioners Academy. He said that several of the items 
discussed often occur with our Planning Commission. The next academy 
will be held in Monterey and he encouraged other commissioners to 
attend. 
 

VI. CONFLICT OF 

INTEREST 

Deputy City Attorney Katy Wisinski asked if any member of the 
Commission had any personal or financial conflict of interest related to 
any of the items on the agenda. 
 
There were no reported conflicts.  
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VII. APPROVAL OF 

AGENDA 

 

 

 

 

Chair Mandal asked if staff or Commissioners had changes to the 
agenda and there were none. 
 

Motion to approve the March 8, 2017 agenda as submitted. 
 
Motion/Second:     Commissioner Sandhu/Commissioner Chua 

AYES:        7 

NOES:        0 

VIII. CONSENT 

CALENDAR 
 

 

 
NO ITEMS 

 

 

 

IX.  PUBLIC HEARING 

 
IX-1 1639 CALERA CREEK HEIGHTS DRIVE – P-SD16-0005: A request to 

construct a new 5,997 square foot two-story single-family residence and two 
detached accessory structures on a vacant lot on the hillside, zoned R1-H Hillside 
Combining District with a Site and Architectural (-S) Overlay.  
 
Project Planner Lillian Hua showed a presentation describing the project. 
 
Commissioner Maglalang asked how the elevation of the residence compares to the 
neighboring homes and if it will obstruct their views. Ms. Hua was unsure and 
deferred the question to the applicant. 
 
Commissioner Morris asked what types of trees are being planted and Ms. Hua 
reviewed some of the trees listed on the project plans. She said that no trees are 
being removed from the site. 
 
Applicant Brandin Roat and Architect Phillip Liang were available for questions. 
 
Commissioner Maglalang asked if there is any obstruction of views of the 
neighboring homes. Mr. Liang said he does not believe the home will block any 
views. He said the adjacent property to the east is higher than this residence, and 
each of the properties have many trees that screen their own views and also make it 
difficult to see each other’s homes. 
 
Mr. Liang said he shared images and project information with neighbors and did not 
received any negative responses. 
 
Mr. Misner explained that because of where the crest line falls there are two height 
restrictions and the house has two elevations. With the crest line view protection 
ordinance, it is the view from the valley floor that is the regulatory piece in trying to 
maintain the proper view but he understands Mr. Maglalang’s concern and attempt to 
ensure a good neighbor policy in terms of views and the design of the home. 
 
Mr. Misner announced that the Planning Commission meetings are usually televised 
however tonight there are issues with the video and only audio is available. 
 
Chair Mandal asked if there is a recycled water line nearby for watering the shrubs 
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and plants. Mr. Liang said it is not a requirement and has not been discussed with the 
client. Chair Mandal would like recycled water to be considered as part of the 
landscaping plan if it is available. 
 
Chair Mandal opened the public hearing. Milpitas resident Robert Marini said he is 
concerned with the number of trees being planted and the amount of potable water 
being used to water them if there is no recycled water line leading up to the property. 
 

Motion to close the public hearing. 
 
Motion/Second:     Commissioner Maglalang/Commissioner Sandhu 
 
AYES:        7 

NOES:        0 
 
Commissioner Chua asked how the commission could add a condition to use non-
potable water for landscaping.  
 
Ms. Wisinski said that to the extent the city has restrictions in place regarding what 
type of water would be used for that purpose, they will be required to follow those 
requirements like any other project would. If the commission is asking that staff take 
a step back and look at what is available or not available, this is not information that 
staff has this evening. 
  
Ms. Wisinski pointed out that this is a recommendation to city council and there are 
a couple of options. Staff can be directed to further review the item and return to the 
Planning Commission or, to keep this project moving forward, the commission can 
voice their concerns in this area and make a recommendation that includes them to 
the city council.  
 
Ms. Wisinski said there are restrictions in place as to what can and cannot be used 
and she will look into them to make sure this is not already addressed. In terms of 
adding a new restriction as to the type of water that must be used for this purpose, 
staff will need to have a look at what is available. 
 
Ms. Wisinski does not want to impose upon one particular project a requirement that 
might not be imposed on other such projects and she would like to make sure that 
falls in line with what is required of other projects throughout the city. 
 
Commissioner Chua does not want to restrict this particular applicant but would like 
an added a condition that if there is a non-potable water line they can connect to that 
it be considered in the landscaping plan. 
 
Mr. Misner said a condition can be crafted stating that, in the event that the 
infrastructure is available, the Planning Commission strongly encourages the use of 
recycled water for the purposes of irrigation. Staff will go back to verify if the 
infrastructure is there and, if so, will continue with the condition and take it to city 
council. If it is not there, then the condition will not have any merit and will not be 
forwarded.  
 

Motion to Adopt Resolution No. 17-005 recommending approval of Site 
Development Permit SD16-0005 to the City Council, subject to the attached 
Conditions of Approval. 
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Motion/Second:     Commissioner Morris/Chair Mandal 

AYES:         7 

NOES:         0      
 

 
IX-2 THALAPPAKATTI RESTAURANT – 252 Ranch Drive – P-UP16-0030: A 

request for a Conditional Use Permit for shared parking, as described in City Code 
Section XI-10-53.11, to allow the use of the available parking spaces based on the 
parking demand study at 252 Ranch Drive.  
 
Project Planner Krishna Kumar showed a presentation describing the project. She 
said she received one verbal comment in opposition of the project. 
 
Commissioner Mohsin asked for the size of the seating area and how many people 
can be seated. Ms. Kumar said the dining space is 1,905 square feet with 144 seats. 
 
Commissioner Maglalang had questions related to parking and asked if the city was 
obligated to ask for an authorization letter from Aroma Restaurant authorizing the 
applicant to use parking spaces. Mr. Misner said the parking spaces are shared by all 
of the tenants and not one tenant has control of the spaces.  
 
He said the application is here this evening because the 896 parking spaces there are 
less than what would be required by code today if the entire shopping center was 
built. Because it is going from a retail parking ratio, where the Sleep Train was, to a 
restaurant, there is an uptick in parking spaces. Staff believes there is still capacity to 
satisfy Aroma Restaurant and this new restaurant. 
 
David Elliott, the project Architect, spoke about the project and said there are 37 
Thalappakatti restaurants worldwide, this being the first in the United States. 
 
Chair Mandal opened the public hearing. Milpitas resident Robert Marini had 
questions regarding the permit and its conditions.  
 
Mr. Misner said it is a shared parking agreement that is before the commission 
tonight and the mechanism to have it as a discretionary reviewed case is through the 
conditional use permit. The conditional use permit will lock the floorplan at a 1,905 
square foot dining area with 144 seats, along with a number of other standard 
conditions. 
 

Motion to close the public hearing. 
 
Motion/Second:     Commissioner Maglalang/Commissioner Sandhu 
 
AYES:        7 

NOES:        0 
 

Motion to Adopt Resolution No. 17-007 approving Conditional Use Permit No. 
UP16-0030, subject to the attached Conditions of Approval. 
 
Motion/Second:     Commissioner Chua/Commissioner Ciardella 

AYES:         7 

NOES:         0      
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X.  NEW BUSINESS 

 
NO ITEMS 

 

 

 

XI.    ADJOURNMENT The meeting was adjourned at 8:09 PM. 
 

Motion to adjourn to the next meeting. 
 
Motion/Second:     Commissioner Mohsin/Commissioner Sandhu 
 
AYES:     7 

NOES:     0 

 
Meeting Minutes submitted by  

Planning Secretary Elia Escobar 

 



 

 

MILPITAS PLANNING COMMISSION 

STAFF REPORT 
 

March 8, 2017 

 
APPLICATION: NEW HILLSIDE RESIDENCE – Site Development Permit 

No. SD16-0005 – A request for a Site Development Permit to 

construct a 5,984 square foot two-story single-family residence and 

two detached accessory structures on a vacant lot on the hillside, 

zoned R1-H Hillside Combining District with a Site and 

Architectural (-S) overlay. 

 

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the Planning Commission adopt 

Resolution No. 17-005, recommending approval of Site 

Development Permit SD16-0005 to the City Council, subject to 

the attached Conditions of Approval. 

 

LOCATION:  
Address/APN: 1639 Calera Creek Heights Drive (APN 029-35-023) 

Area of City: Northside of Calera Creek Heights Drive and north of Country Club 

Drive  

 

PEOPLE: 

Project Applicant: Brandin Roat 

Property Owner: Xuan and Honghoa Nguyen Trust 

Project Planner: Lillian Hua, Junior Planner 

  

LAND USE:    
General Plan Designation:  Hillside Low-Density (HLD) 

Zoning District: Single Family Residential-Hillside (R1-H) 

Planned Unit Development: 32 

Site Area: 1.5 acres 

       

ENVIRONMENTAL:   Categorically exempt from further environmental review pursuant 

to Section 15303(a) of the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA) for New Construction or Conversion of Small Structures 

including one single-family residence, or a second dwelling unit in 

a residential zone. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY   

 
The applicant is requesting a Site Development Permit to construct a 5,984 square foot two-story 

single-family residence, a 1,176 square foot detached accessory structure, an 869 square foot three 

car garage, an open trellis, and landscape amenities on a 1.5 acre vacant lot.  

 
Map 1 

Project Location 

 
 

 

  

      Project Site 
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Map 2 

Zoning Map 

 
 

 

  

      Project Site 
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Map 3 

Zoning Map 

 
BACKGROUND 

 

History 
On July 6, 1982, the City Council approved Planned Unit Development (PUD) No. 32 (Calera 

Creek Heights) to allow the construction of 11 hillside residential home sites on a 71 acre parcel. 

Each home site would be reviewed separately under the provisions of an “S” Zone Application or 

Site Development Permit. Each home site would be subject to a precise building envelope 

established by the PUD. To date, all but one lot (Lot 4) has been developed.   

The Application 
The following is a summary of the applicant’s request: 

• Site Development Permit: To allow the construction of a 5,984 square foot two-story 

single-family residence, a 1,176 square foot detached recreation center, an 869 square foot 

3-car garage, an open trellis, and landscape amenities on the hillside. 

 

 

  

      Project Site 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Overview 

The project site is an undeveloped 1.5 acre parcel located along Calera Creek Heights Drive within 

Planned Unit Development no. 32: Calera Creek Heights. The property and neighboring properties 

are zoned Single Family Residential – Hillside. The project site straddles the hillside crest line. A 

vicinity map of the subject site location is included on the previous page.  

The applicant is requesting a Site Development Permit to construct a 5,984 square foot two-story 

single-family residence with five bedrooms, five bathrooms, two half baths, a 1,178 square foot 

detached recreation center, an 869 square foot three-car detached garage, an open trellis, and 

various landscape amenities on a vacant hillside lot.   

Location and Context 

The project site is located in the northeastern portion of the City of Milpitas in the hillside area. 

The following table provides a summary of the Zoning and Land Uses surrounding the site: 

 

Table 1: 

Surrounding Zoning and Land Uses 

 

 General Plan Zoning  Existing Use 

Subject Site Hillside Low Density 

(HLD) 

Single-Family 

Residential-Hillside (R1-

H) 

Vacant  

North Hillside Low Density 

(HLD) 

Single-Family 

Residential-Hillside (R1-

H) 

Vacant 

South Hillside Low Density 

(HLD) 

Single-Family 

Residential-Hillside (R1-

H) 

Single-family home 

East Hillside Low Density 

(HLD) 

Single-Family 

Residential-Hillside (R1-

H) 

Single-family home 

West Hillside Low Density 

(HLD) 

Single-Family 

Residential-Hillside (R1-

H) 

Single-family home 

 

PROJECT ANALYSIS 

General Plan and Zoning Conformance  

The General Plan designation for the project site is Hillside Low Density (HLD). The General Plan 

details the goals, objectives and policies for the City’s Hillside Area. It is characterized by gentle 

to steep slopes, grassy terrain with some chaparral and trees, wildlife, geologically unstable areas, 

the Ed R. Levin County Regional Park, and a feeling of remoteness from the more urban portions 

of the city. The Hillside Low Density designation allows a maximum of one (1) housing unit per 

gross acre. The project is in conformance with the policies and standards in the City’s General 

Plan policies, as outlined in the following table:  
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Table 2: General Plan Consistency 

 

Policy Conformance 

 

2.a-G-3 Provide for a variety of housing types 

and densities that meet the needs of 

individuals and families.  

 

 

 

Consistent.  The proposed project will 

continue the City’s guiding principle in 

providing a variety of housing types for 

individual and families.  

 

 

2.a-I-23 Limit new development in the 

Hillside Area to only to Very Low 

Density Residential, open space and 

park uses.   

 

 

Consistent.  The proposed project is consistent 

with this guiding principle in that only one 

residential home is being proposed on the 

vacant hillside lot and is maintaining the very 

low density development standards. 

 

 

2.a.I-25 To ensure that development in the 

foothills is in keeping with natural 

character of the hillside, and that 

views are protected, require city 

review and approval of all proposed 

development or major alterations to 

existing development in the hillside. 

As part of the review, ensure that: 

• Landscaping is of a type indigenous to 

the area; 

• That building designs, materials, and 

colors blend with the environment; 

and 

• Grading is minimized and contoured 

to preserve the natural terrain quality 

 

 

Consistent. The proposed project’s building 

low-profile design and earth tone materials 

will blend with the environment. The project 

proposes 1,020 cubic yards of cut and fill and 

the planting of various trees, shrubs, 

perennials, and groundcovers, such as Canyon 

Oak trees, Pacific Sunset Flannel Bush, Gold 

Leaf Sand Iris Perennial, and Creeping Thyme 

Groundcover. 

 

2.a.I-26 Establish crestline protection areas 

around the ridges which will ensure 

that buildings and grading west of 

the first ridge do not visually 

penetrate a band of land that lies 100 

feet vertically below the apparent 

crestline when viewed from certain 

 

 

Consistent. The crestline runs through the 

middle of the project site. The proposed 

building design ensures that the proposed 

building will not be visible from the view 

points on the valley floor as designated by the 

Hillside Combining District.  
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specific sites on the valley floor and 

that no structures just east of the 

crestline extend above the crestline 

sight line.  

 

The site is zoned Hillside Single Family Residential (R1-H). The “H” Hillside Combining District 

intends to promote and encourage the orderly development of the hillside area of the City by the 

application of regulations and requirements established to meet the particular constraints 

associated with development of hillside areas, including, but not limited to, geologic problems, 

slope, safe access and visibility. The proposed project meets the minimum setback requirements 

for the R1-H zoning district, as well as the development standards set forth by PUD 32.  

Development Standards 

Table 3 demonstrates the project’s consistency with the applicable development standards of the 

R1-H zone and PUD 32.  

Table 3: 

Summary of Development Standards 

 

Standards Hillside & PUD 32 

Requirements 

Proposed Complies 

Front Setback 25 ft.  
61.38 ft. from the property 

line 
Yes 

Side Yard Setback 40 ft. 
50 ft. on west, and 83.75 

ft. on east. 
Yes 

Rear  40 ft. 40.25 feet Yes 

Size of Main 

Residence 
6,000 sq. ft. maximum 5,984 sq. ft. 

Yes 

Size of Accessory 

Structures 

1,200 sq. ft. maximum per 

structure 

Rec. center: 1,176 sq. ft.  

3 car garage: 869 sq. ft. 

Yes 

Impervious Surfaces  8,000 sq. ft. maximum 7,913 sq. ft. Yes 

Building Height 

(Maximum) 

17 ft. west of crestline;  

27 ft. east of crestline 

Main House 1st story, Rec. 

Center, and Garage: 12.4 

ft., 

Carport: 9.5 ft. west of 

crestline;  

Main House 2nd story: 

23.8 ft. east of crestline 

Yes 

Parking  

4 spaces required.  

4 or more bedrooms: 3 per 

unit, plus 1 per each 

additional bedroom 

7 spaces between the 3 car 

garage and the open trellis 

(carport) 

Yes 

 

Due to the subject property’s location, the project is also required to comply with the development 

standards in the City’s Hillside Combining District. Per City Code Section XI-10-45.09-7 of the 



Agenda Item IX-1: New Hillside Residence – March 8, 2017 Page 8 of 11 

 

Zoning Ordinance, the Planning Commission and City Council shall consider the following 

guidelines in its review.  Staff believe the home is consistent with the Hillside Architectural 

Guidelines as demonstrated below. See Table 4 below for consistency.  

 

Table 4  

Hillside Zoning Ordinance Compliance 

 

Site and Architectural Guidelines  

Section 45.09-7 

Consistency Finding 

(a) Avoid unreasonable interference with 

Views and Privacy.  The height, 

elevations and placement on the site of 

the proposed main or accessory 

structure, when considered with 

reference to the nature and location of 

residential structures on adjacent lots, 

will avoid unreasonable interference 

with views and privacy. 

Consistent. This finding can be met because the 

project was designed to maneuver the crestline an 

properly site the residence with the least impact on 

community viewsheds.  By minimizing heights 

along the western portion of the crestline, the 

project has a limited potential of interfering with 

views of the hillside. The proposed home is on a 

1.5 acre parcel sitting at a minimum of 40’ back 

from their property line with a minimum of 90’ 

between the closest neighboring home and 

therefore will not interfere with privacy. 

(b)  Preserve Natural Landscape.  The 

natural landscape will be preserved 

insofar as practicable by designing 

structures to follow the natural contours 

of the site and minimizing tree and soil 

removal. 

Consistent.  The project site is currently 

undeveloped with minimal trees. No trees will be 

removed from the site. The applicant is proposing 

the addition of 23 trees along with shrubbery and 

natural ground cover. The proposed home follows 

the natural contour of the site by observing the 

crestline zone of protection limits.  

(c)  Minimize Perception of Excessive Bulk.  

The design of the proposed main and /or 

accessory structure(s) in relation to the 

immediate neighborhood should 

minimize the perception of excessive 

bulk. 

Consistent.  The proposed home is stepped along 

the natural contours of the property and as a result 

minimizes the perception of excessive bulk. 

(d)  Impairment of Light and Air.  The 

proposed main or accessory structure(s) 

shall not unreasonably impair the light 

and air of adjacent properties nor 

unreasonably impair the ability of 

adjacent properties to utilize solar 

energy. 

Consistent.  This finding can be met in that the 

home has been proposed to be one story along the 

eastern elevation, where it will not exceed 17 feet 

in height from grade and is set back greater then 

what the City Code requires.  The low profile 

design, along with the flat roof, and proper site 

placement will decrease the impairment the 

natural light and air for the adjacent properties and 

their ability to utilize solar energy. 
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Site and Architectural Guidelines  

Section 45.09-7 

Consistency Finding 

(e)  Grading.  All grading shall be kept to an 

absolute minimum and shall comply with 

the grading ordinance criteria. 

Consistent.  As proposed, the main dwelling shall 

be located where the parcel is relatively flat so 

that grading can be minimized. The proposed 

grading plan shows how the proposed home is 

stepped along the natural contours of the property 

and result in 1,020 cubic yards of cut and fill for 

the construction of a new home and therefore 

meets the grading ordinance criteria.  The impact 

will be minimal since the new contours will be 

designed to blend with the natural contours as 

demonstrated in the civil drawings and therefore 

meets the grading ordinance criteria 

 

Site & Architectural Design  

The project is designed in a contemporary style, which adds to the diversity of the neighborhood. 

The modern home incorporates Feng Shui design strategies, such as the balance of positive and 

negative space. The design aesthetic connects the interior with the exterior through the balance 

wall and glass. The articulation of the architectural forms blending with a variety of finishes creates 

an attractive front elevation, along with an integrated driveway pattern enhances the house and the 

neighborhood. The exterior materials are composed of a stained cedar siding, smooth finished 

stucco, light colored stone, and clean edge metal fascia. The aluminum windows and doors are 

finished to match the metal fascia. All exterior materials and finishes work together as a palette of 

earth tone colors creating a harmony with the surroundings. The colors used and materials are 

complementary to the neighboring residences and within an earth tone range.   

Grading and Landscaping  

Due to the heavily sloped lot and vehicular access requirements, the applicant has requested that 

the site be graded in order to make the site feasible for residential development.  In an effort to 

limit the amount of ground to be removed, the applicant has proposed a site plan with a layout of 

the proposed home that steps along the natural contours of the property, resulting in 1,020 cubic 

yards of cut and fill for the construction of a new home and the required grade at the driveway for 

firetruck access. The proposed landscape plan includes a variety of shrubs and trees. As 

demonstrated in Attachment B (Project Plans) and Attachment D (Grading Requirements in 

Hillside Zines), these plans are consistent with the grading/landscaping requirements within the 

Hillside Ordinance 

Crestline Zone of Protection 

 
In an effort to protect the quality of views of the hills from the valley floor, development standards 

related to crestlines have been incorporated into the Zoning Code.  Per Municipal Code Section 

XI-10-45.06, the purpose of the crestline zone of protection is to preserve the natural quality of the 

crestline and the slopes immediately below, when viewed from the valley floor.  An exhibit was 
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given to the applicant demonstrating the location of prominent crestlines identified by the City.  

To demonstrate compliance with the crestline zone of protection, the applicant installed “story 

poles” along the building perimeter and took pictures from areas recognized by the City as 

“vantage points.  As demonstrated in Attachment C, the project will not be visible from the valley 

floor, and therefore, is compliant with the Crestline Zone of Protection.  

 

 

FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL (OR DENIAL) 

A finding is a statement of fact relating to the information that the Planning Commission has 

considered in making a decision.  Findings shall identify the rationale behind the decision to take 

a certain action. Staff has found that the proposed project is consistent with the General Plan, 

Zoning Ordinance, and all required Findings. 

 

Site Development Permit Findings (Section XI-10-57-03-1(F)) 
 

1. The layout of the site and design of the proposed buildings, structures and landscaping are 

compatible and aesthetically harmonious with adjacent and surrounding development. 

 

As described within the staff report, the architectural design and site planning of the proposed 

home is aesthetically compatible with the neighboring homes with an emphasis of minimizing 

changes to the natural topography.  The proposed home incorporates earth tone colors and is sited 

in a manner as to not draw attention when viewing from the valley floor.    

 

2. The project is consistent with the Milpitas Zoning Ordinance in that: 

 

As described within the staff report, the proposed home meets the development standards in the 

Single Family Hillside Zoning district and Calera Creek Heights PUD 32 for setbacks, height 

requirements, impervious surfaces, parking, grading, and landscaping. 

 

3. The project is consistent with the Milpitas General Plan in that: 

 

The project is consistent with the Milpitas General Plan, and particularly with Policy Nos. 2.a-I-

23, which states to limit new development in the Hillside Area to only to Very Low Density 

Residential, open space and park uses. The project meets this finding, as the project site is a part 

of an approved Planned Unit Development, which subdivided lots planned for clustered housing. 

The proposed home is designed to fit in with the natural topographic features of the property and 

reduces the visual impact as viewed from the valley floor.    

 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

A categorical exemption pursuant to Section 15303(a) of the CEQA Guidelines – New 

Construction or Conversion of Small Structures, has been applied to this project. Section 15303(a) 

includes, but limited to, one single-family residence, or a second dwelling unit in a residential 

zone.  The project’s proposed new construction of a single-family residence and its accessory 

structures within a residentially zoned area on a legal parcel.  
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PUBLIC COMMENT/OUTREACH 

Staff provided public notice for the application in accordance with City and State public noticing 

requirements.  At the time of writing this report, there have been no inquiries from the public. A 

notice was published in the Milpitas Post on February 22, 2017. In addition, 21 notices were sent 

to owners and occupants within 300 feet of the project site. A public notice was also provided on 

the project site, on the City’s Website, www.ci.milpitas.ca.gov, and posted at City Hall.  

 

RECOMMENDATION 

STAFF RECOMMENDS THAT the Planning Commission: 

1. Open the Public Hearing to receive comments; 

2. Close the Public Hearing; and  

3. Adopt Resolution 17-005, recommending the City Council approve the Site Development 

Permit No. SD16-0005, to allow the construction of a single-family residence in the 

hillside district, subject to the findings and attached Conditions of Approval. 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

A: Resolution 17-005 

B: Project Plans  

C: Story Pole Photographs 

D: Grading Requirement in Hillside Zones 
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1. BASIS OF BEARINGS IS THE CENTERLINE OF

CALERA CREEK HEIGHTS ROAD (LOT D) AS

SHOWN ON THE TRACT MAP SUB. 7407

"CALERA CREEK HEIGHTS"  FILED AT SANTA

CLARA COUNTY RECORDERS OFFICE

OCTOBER 14TH, 1983 IN BOOK 519 MAPS PGS

49-53.

2.  VERTICAL DATUM IS NAVD88 DERIVED FROM

SANTA CLARA COUNTY  (NGS) VERTICAL

CONTROL BENCH MARK HS4963 "CALERA"

ELEVATION TAKEN AS 522.00

3. DATE OF SURVEY: AUGUST, 2015.

4. UTILITIES FOUND ARE BASED UPON SURFACE

EVIDENT FINDINGS.  RECORDS OF UTILITIES

WERE NOT UTILIZED FOR THIS SURVEY.

SURVEYORS NOTED THAT THERE WAS NO

EVIDENCE OF SEWER TRANSMISSION OR

APPURTENANT DEVICES WITHIN THE SITE

VICINITY. CITY OF MILPITAS RECORDS WERE

CHECKED AND IT WAS DISCOVERED THAT

THE CITY SEWER MAINS DO NOT SERVICE

CALERA CREEK HEIGHTS DRIVE. REAL

ESTATE RECORDS FOR OTHER HOUSE SITES

IN THE AREA SHOW SAID SITES UTILIZE

SEPTIC LEACHFIEDS FOR WASTE WATER.

        ARCHITECT MUST VERIFY.





























































ZONE B - ENTRY
SYMBOL BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME WUCOLS SIZE SPACE QTY
SHRUBS
ARC DRH Arctostaphylos manzanita 'Dr. Hurd' Dr. Hurd Manzanita Low 15 G See Plan 2
LEU EBO Leucadendron 'Ebony' Ebony Conebush Low 5 G See Plan 3
LEU FLA Leucospermum cordifolium 'Flame Giant' Giant Orange Nodding Pincushion Low 5 G See Plan 1

PERENNIALS
EUP BLU Euphorbia ‘Blue Haze’ Blue Haze Spurge Low 1 G 24 in 17
YUC GOL Yucca filamentosa 'Golden Sword'  Golden Sword Yucca Low 1 G 48 in 8

GRASS
HEL SEM Helictotrichon sempervirens Blue Oat Grass Low 1 G 36 in 12

GROUNDCOVERS
ACA ITT Acacia cognata 'Cousin Itt' Little River Wattle Low 1 G 60 in 18
GRE AUS Grevillea ‘Austraflora Fanfare’ Austraflora Fanfare Grevillea Low 1 G 60 in 13

ZONE A - DRIVEWAY COURT
SYMBOL BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME WUCOLS SIZE SPACE QTY
TREE
GIN SEN Ginkgo biloba 'Princeton Sentry' Princeton Sentry Maidenhair tree Moderate 36" Box See Plan 7

SHRUBS
PRU CAR Prunus caroliniana 'Monus' Bright 'N Tight™ Carolina Laurel Low 5 G 72 in 5
WES MOR Westringia fruticosa 'Morning Light' Variegated Australian Rosemary Low 5 G 48 in 11

PERENNIALS
PHO BLA Phormium tenax ‘Black Adder’ Black Adder New Zealand Flax Low 1 G 36 in 12
PHO DAR Phormium tenax ‘Dark Delight’ Dark Delight New Zealand Flax Low 5 G See Plan 8
PHO WIL Phormium 'Wildwood' Wildwood New Zealand Flax Low 1 G 60 in 19

GROUNDCOVERS
ACA ITT Acacia cognata 'Cousin Itt' Little River Wattle Low 1 G 60 in 48
COR PUL Correa pulchella Australian Fuschia Low 1 G 72 in 42
GRE AUS Grevillea ‘Austraflora Fanfare’ Austraflora Fanfare Grevillea Low 1 G 60 in 17



ZONE E - NORTH SLOPE
SYMBOL BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME WUCOLS SIZE SPACE QTY
TREE
QUE CHR Quercus chrysolepis Canyon Oak Very Low 24" Box See Plan 3

SHRUBS
FRE PAC Fremontodendron ‘Pacific Sunset’ Pacific Sunset Flannel Bush Low 5 G 72 in 6
WES MOR Westringia fruticosa 'Morning Light' Variegated Australian Rosemary Low 5 G 48 in 4

GROUNDCOVERS
ACA ITT Acacia cognata 'Cousin Itt' Little River Wattle Low 1 G 60 in 4
GRE AUS Grevillea ‘Austraflora Fanfare’ Austraflora Fanfare Grevillea Low 1 G 60 in 7

ZONE D - REAR
SYMBOL BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME WUCOLS SIZE SPACE QTY
TREES
LEP DAR Leptospermum 'Dark Shadows' Dark Shadows Tea Tree Low 15 G See Plan 3
MAL WEM Malus x 'Wemazam' Weeping Madonna® Crabapple Moderate 24" Box See Plan 5

SHRUBS
ACA ITE Acacia iteaphylla Willow Wattle Low 7 G 8 ft 4
GRE PAN Grevillea paniculata Wooly Grevillea Low 1 G 60 in 21
LEU SES Leucadendron sessile Sun Conebush Low 5 G 48 in 3
LON SIL Lonicera nitida 'Silver Beauty' Silver Beauty Box Honeysuckle Low 5 G 60 in 8
LOR PUR Loropetalum chinense 'Purple Pixie' Purple Pixie Chinese Fringe Flower Low 5 G 48 in 16
NER OLE Nerium oleander 'Sister Agnes' White Oleander Low 5 G 8 ft 12
PRU CAR Prunus caroliniana 'Monus' Bright 'N Tight™ Carolina Laurel Low 5 G 72 in 8
WES MOR Westringia fruticosa 'Morning Light' Variegated Australian Rosemary Low 5 G 48 in 5

PERENNIALS
EUP BLU Euphorbia ‘Blue Haze’ Blue Haze Spurge Low 1 G 24 in 17
HES PIN Hesperaloe x Pink Parade® PP21728 Pink Yucca Low 1 G 36 in 10
MYO PUT Myoporum parvifolium 'Putah Creek' Putah Creek Prostrate Myoporum Low 1 G 72 in 26
PER BLU Perovskia atriplicifolia 'Blue Spire' Russian Sage Low 1 G 36 in 10

GRASS
LOM LON Lomandra longifolia 'Breeze' PP 15420 Dwarf Mat Rush Low 1 G 36 in 45

ZONE C - COURTYARDS
SYMBOL BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME WUCOLS SIZE SPACE QTY
TREES
JUN TOR Juniperus chinensis 'Torulosa' Hollywood Juniper Low 36" Box See Plan 1
PIN MUG Pinus mugo Mugho Pine Low 24" Box See Plan 1

SHRUB
ABU FRE Abutilon ‘Freida’ Freida Flowering Maple Moderate 5 G See Plan 2
SAS NEB Sasa palmata 'Nebulosa' Broadleaf Bamboo Low 5 G See Plan 1

PERENNIALS
CYR FAL Cyrtomium falcatum 'Rochfordianum' Japanese Holly Fern Moderate 1 G 18 in 10
DIA YEL Dianella tasmanica ‘Yellow Stripe’ Gold Stripe Flax Lily Moderate 1 G 24 in 10
LIB GOL Libertia peregrinans 'Gold Leaf' Gold Leaf Sand Iris Low 1 G 18 in 18
NAN FIL Nandina domestica 'Filamentosa’  Filamentosa Heavenly Bamboo Low 1 G 30 in 7
NAN MOO Nandina domestica ‘Moon Bay’ Moon Bay’ Heavenly Bamboo Low 1 G 36 in 8

GROUNDCOVER
JUN GRE Juniperus procumbens 'Green Mound' Green Mound Juniper Low 1 G 48 in 8
THY SER Thymus serpyllum Creeping Thyme Low Flat 8in 40



ZONE F - SOUTH SLOPE
SYMBOL BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME WUCOLS SIZE SPACE QTY
TREE
QUE CHR Quercus chrysolepis Canyon Oak Very Low 24" Box See Plan 3

SHRUB
FRE PAC Fremontodendron ‘Pacific Sunset’ Pacific Sunset Flannel Bush Low 5 G 72 in 3
LEU FLA Leucospermum cordifolium 'Flame Giant' Giant Orange Nodding Pincushion Low 5 G See Plan 1
LEU SES Leucadendron sessile Sun Conebush Low 5 G 48 in 1
LEU VEL Leucospermum 'Veldfire' Veldfire Pin Cushionbush Low 5 G See Plan 2
SAL API Salvia apiana White Sage Low 1 G 36 in 3

GRASS
HEL SEM Helictotrichon sempervirens Blue Oat Grass Low 1 G 36 in 14

GROUNDCOVER
GRE AUS Grevillea ‘Austraflora Fanfare’ Austraflora Fanfare Grevillea Low 1 G 60 in 14

SUCCULENT
COT SIL Cotyledon orbiculata 'Silver Waves' Silver Waves Cotyledon Low 1 G 18 in 14
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NOTES AND
LEGEND

Nguyen Residence

1639 Calera Creek

Heights Drive

Milpitas, CA

APN: 029-35-023

ISSUE

PROJECT #

11/16/16 REV#1

NGU16

PLEASANTON, CALIFORNIA  94566

IRRIGATION  CONSULTANTS
480 ST. JOHN STREET, SUITE 220

E-MAIL  JANET@BROOKWATER.COM
TEL 925.855.0417  FAX 925.855.0357

SLEEVE (SL): 1120-CLASS 200 PVC PLASTIC PIPE.  24" COVER.

IRRITROL 24 STATION MC-E CONTROLLER - WALL MOUNT

WILKINS LEAD-FREE REDUCED PRESSURE BACKFLOW PREVENTER IN GUARDSHACK ENCLOSURE 

TORO POP-UP SHRUB SPRAY W/ HUNTER MP ROTATING NOZ.

MC-24E

975XL2-1" 

IRRIGATION LEGEND

MODEL NUMBER

570Z-12P-COM-MP2000-90

T-113IRR

SYMBOL

NIBCO GATE VALVE (LINE SIZE)

DESCRIPTION

.40-.86

.86-2.12

3.64

40 19'

27' 26'

18'

LATERAL LINE: 1120-CLASS 200 PSI PVC SOLVENT WELD PIPE WITH SCHEDULE 40 PVC

SOLVENT WELD FITTINGS. 12" COVER.

TORO NGE SINGLE OUTLET EMITTERT-DPC04-DC, T-DPC02-DC 1 GPH, 1/2 GPH25

IRRITROL REMOTE CONTROL VALVE WITH PRESSURE REGULATION / KBI PVC BALL VALVE700-OMR-100 SERIES/LT-T SERIES

DRIP TUBING: TORO T-EHD1645 BLUE STRIPE HOSE WITH TORO LOC-EZE FITTINGS.  4"

COVER.  DISTRIBUTION TUBING: TORO EHW0437-010 1/4" HOSE.

TORO DL2000 FLUSH VALVET-FCH-H-FIPT

CL-100-WIRELESS IRRITROL CLIMATE LOGIC WIRELESS WEATHER SENSOR

COMPRESSION FITTING STUB-OUT FROM PVC RIGID PIPE TO POLY TUBING-

DZK-700-1-LF TORO DRIP ZONE VALVE KIT - INCL. REMOTE CONTROL VALVE, WYE FILTER WITH 150 MESH SCREEN,

PRESET PRESSURE REGULATOR, AND PVC BALL VALVE

PRO MAX UNIVERSAL MAINTENANCE REMOTE KITPROMAX-UA

TORO DL2000 AIR VENTT-YD-500-34

SUB-SURFACE DRIPLINE:  TORO DL2000 RGP-218-10 DRIPLINE WITH ROOT GUARD.  USE ONLY DL2000

DRIPLINE LOC-EZE FITTINGS.  2" COVER.  (18" EMITTER SPACING; .53 GPH PER EMITTER)

TORO QUICK COUPLING VALVE WITH 3/4" HOSE SWIVEL100-2SLLVC/075-MHS

APPLICATION RATE (INCHES)

OPERATING PRESSURE (PSI)

APPROXIMATE GALLONS PER MINUTE

1" 15

C-1

30

1.6

CONTROLLER AND STATION NUMBER

REMOTE CONTROL VALVE SIZE

NOT SHOWN

NOT SHOWN

LF40-PC TORO PRESSURE COMPENSATING DRIP BUBBLER 25 4 GPH --

INSTALL TWO BUBBLERS PER TREE

PSI

MAX.

RADIUS

MAX.

SPACING

FLOW RATE

(GPM)

TORO DL2000 POP-UP OPERATION INDICATORT-DL-MP9

TFS-050 TORO PVC FLOW SENSOR

2160-H GRISWOLD 1" MASTER CONTROL VALVE (NORMALLY OPEN)

DETAIL #

MAIN LINE: 1120-SCHEDULE 40 PVC SOLVENT WELD PLASTIC PIPE WITH SCHEDULE 80 AND

SCHEDULE 40 PVC SOLVENT WELD FITTINGS. 18" COVER.

570Z-12P-COM-MP3000-90

570Z-12P-COM-MP3000-360

TORO POP-UP SHRUB SPRAY W/ HUNTER MP ROTATING NOZ.

TORO POP-UP SHRUB SPRAY W/ HUNTER MP ROTATING NOZ.

40

40 27' 26'

R

C

IRRIGATION NOTES

1. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL REVIEW RELATED DRAWINGS AND SHALL ENSURE COORDINATION WITH ALL APPLICABLE TRADES PRIOR

TO SUBMITTING BID.

2. THE IRRIGATION SYSTEM SHALL BE INSTALLED IN CONFORMANCE WITH ALL APPLICABLE STATE AND LOCAL CODES AND

ORDINANCES BY LICENSED CONTRACTORS AND EXPERIENCED WORKERS.  CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN AND PAY FOR ALL REQUIRED

PERMITS AND FEES RELATING TO THEIR WORK.

3. THIS DESIGN IS DIAGRAMMATIC.  ALL PIPING, VALVES, ETC. SHOWN WITHIN PAVED AREAS IS FOR DESIGN CLARIFICATION ONLY AND

SHALL BE INSTALLED IN PLANTING AREAS WHERE POSSIBLE.  AVOID ANY CONFLICTS BETWEEN THE SPRINKLER SYSTEM, PLANTING AND

ARCHITECTURAL FEATURES.

4. PARALLEL PIPES MAY BE INSTALLED IN COMMON TRENCH.  PIPES ARE NOT TO BE INSTALLED DIRECTLY ABOVE ONE ANOTHER.

TRENCHES SHALL BE AMPLE SIZE TO PERMIT THE PIPES TO BE LAID AT THE ELEVATIONS INTENDED AND TO PERMIT SPACE FOR JOINING.

5. CONTRACTOR SHALL RESTORE SURFACES, EXISTING UNDERGROUND INSTALLATIONS, ETC., DAMAGED OR CUT AS A RESULT OF

EXCAVATIONS, TO ORIGINAL CONDITIONS IN A MANNER APPROVED BY THE OWNER’S REPRESENTATIVE.

6. DO NOT WILLFULLY INSTALL THE SPRINKLER SYSTEM AS SHOWN ON THE DRAWINGS WHEN IT IS OBVIOUS IN THE FIELD THAT

OBSTRUCTIONS, GRADE DIFFERENCES OR DIFFERENCES IN THE AREA DIMENSIONS EXIST THAT MIGHT NOT HAVE BEEN CONSIDERED IN

THE ENGINEERING.  SUCH OBSTRUCTIONS OR DIFFERENCES SHOULD BE BROUGHT TO THE ATTENTION OF THE OWNER’S AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE.  IN THE EVENT THAT THIS NOTIFICATION IS NOT PERFORMED, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL ASSUME FULL RESPONSIBILITY

FOR ANY REVISIONS NECESSARY.

7. IT IS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CONTRACTOR TO BECOME FAMILIAR WITH ALL GRADE DIFFERENCES, LOCATION OF WALLS,

RETAINING WALLS, ETC.  COORDINATE WORK WITH THE GENERAL CONTRACTOR AND OTHER SUBCONTRACTORS FOR THE LOCATION AND

THE INSTALLATION OF PIPE SLEEVES THROUGH WALLS, UNDER ROADWAYS, PAVING, STRUCTURES, ETC.  CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY THE

LOCATION OF EXISTING UNDERGROUND UTILITIES AND STRUCTURES PRIOR TO THE EXCAVATION OF TRENCHES.  CONTRACTOR IS TO

REPAIR ANY DAMAGE CAUSED BY THEIR WORK AT NO ADDITIONAL COST TO THE OWNER.

8. DUE TO THE SCALE OF THE DRAWINGS, IT IS NOT POSSIBLE TO INDICATE ALL OFFSETS, FITTINGS, SLEEVES, ETC., WHICH MAY BE

REQUIRED.  CAREFULLY INVESTIGATE THE STRUCTURAL AND FINISHED CONDITIONS AFFECTING ALL WORK AND PLAN WORK

ACCORDINGLY, FURNISHING SUCH FITTINGS, ETC., AS MAY BE REQUIRED TO MEET SUCH CONDITIONS.  DRAWINGS ARE GENERALLY

DIAGRAMMATIC AND INDICATIVE OF THE WORK TO BE INSTALLED. THE WORK SHALL BE INSTALLED IN SUCH A MANNER AS TO AVOID

CONFLICTS BETWEEN IRRIGATION SYSTEMS, PLANTING, AND ARCHITECTURAL FEATURES.

9. ELECTRICAL CONTRACTOR TO SUPPLY 120 VAC (2.5 AMP) SERVICE TO CONTROLLER LOCATION.  IRRIGATION CONTRACTOR TO

MAKE FINAL CONNECTION FROM ELECTRICAL STUB-OUT TO CONTROLLER.  IRRIGATION CONTROL WIRE SHALL BE #14, U.L. APPROVED

FOR DIRECT BURIAL.  COMMON WIRE SHALL BE #12 U.L. APPROVED AND SHALL BE WHITE IN COLOR. WIRING TO INDIVIDUAL REMOTE

CONTROL VALVES SHALL BE COLOR OTHER THAN WHITE.

10. EACH CONTROLLER SHALL HAVE ITS OWN INDEPENDENT GROUND WIRE.

11. REMOTE CONTROL VALVES SHALL BE WIRED TO CONTROLLER IN SEQUENCE AS SHOWN ON PLANS.  RUN WIRE FROM EACH RCV TO

THE CONTROLLER.  SPLICING WIRES TOGETHER OUTSIDE OF VALVE BOXES WILL NOT BE PERMITTED.  ATTACH A LABEL TO CONTROL

WIRE AT THE CONTROLLER AND ATTACH AN ID TAG AT EACH REMOTE CONTROL VALVE INDICATING CONTROLLER AND STATION NUMBER.

12. SPLICING OF 24-VOLT WIRES WILL NOT BE PERMITTED EXCEPT IN VALVE BOXES.  LEAVE A 36” COIL OF EXCESS WIRE AT EACH
SPLICE AND 100 FEET ON CENTER ALONG WIRE RUN. TAPE WIRE IN BUNDLES 10 FEET ON CENTER.  NO TAPING PERMITTED INSIDE

SLEEVES.

13. WIRE CONNECTORS SHALL BE 3M-DBR/Y-6 DIRECT BURY UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.

14. INSTALL TWO (2) SPARE CONTROL WIRES ALONG THE ENTIRE MAIN LINE.  SPARE WIRES SHALL BE THE SAME COLOR (ONE WITH A

WHITE STRIPE) AND OF A DIFFERENT COLOR THAN OTHER CONTROL WIRES.  LOOP 36” EXCESS WIRE INTO EACH SINGLE VALVE BOX AND
INTO ONE VALVE BOX IN EACH GROUP OF VALVES.

15. VALVE LOCATIONS SHOWN ARE DIAGRAMMATIC.  INSTALL IN GROUND COVER/SHRUB AREAS WHERE POSSIBLE.

16. INSTALL VALVE BOXES MINIMUM 12” FROM AND PERPENDICULAR TO WALK, CURB, BUILDING OR LANDSCAPE FEATURE.  AT MULTIPLE
VALVE BOX GROUPS, EACH BOX SHALL BE AN EQUAL DISTANCE FROM THE WALK, CURB, ETC. AND EACH BOX SHALL BE MINIMUM 12”
APART.  SHORT SIDE OF VALVE BOXES SHALL BE PARALLEL TO WALK, CURB, ETC.

17. LOCATE QUICK COUPLING VALVE 12” FROM HARDSCAPE AREA.

18. THOROUGHLY FLUSH MAIN LINE BEFORE INSTALLING VALVES.

19. ALL SPRINKLER HEADS SHALL BE SET PERPENDICULAR TO FINISH GRADE OF THE AREA TO BE IRRIGATED UNLESS OTHERWISE

DESIGNATED ON THE PLANS.

20. IN LOCATIONS WHERE LOW HEAD DRAINAGE WILL CAUSE EROSION AND EXCESS WATER, USE POP-UP SPRINKLER MODELS WITH

INTEGRAL CHECK VALVE OR A KING BROS. CV SERIES CHECK VALVE ON SHRUB RISERS IN LIEU OF SCHEDULE 80 COUPLING.  FOR DRIP

OR BUBBLER CIRCUITS, INSTALL KING BROS. CV SERIES CHECK VALVES IN LATERAL LINES FOR EVERY 10’ OF ELEVATION CHANGE.

21. FLUSH AND ADJUST ALL SPRINKLER HEADS FOR OPTIMUM PERFORMANCE AND TO PREVENT OVERSPRAY ONTO WALKS, ROADWAYS

AND/OR BUILDINGS AS MUCH AS POSSIBLE.  THIS SHALL INCLUDE SELECTING THE BEST DEGREE OF FIXED ARC (OR AN ADJUSTABLE ARC

IF FIXED ARC DOES NOT MATCH THE ARC TO BE IRRIGATED) TO FIT THE SITE CONDITIONS AND TO THROTTLE THE FLOW CONTROL AT

EACH VALVE TO OBTAIN THE OPTIMUM OPERATING PRESSURE FOR EACH SYSTEM.  ALL MAIN LINES SHALL BE FLUSHED PRIOR TO THE

INSTALLATION OF IRRIGATION HEADS.  AT 30 DAYS AFTER INSTALLATION EACH SYSTEM SHALL BE FLUSHED TO ELIMINATE GLUE AND DIRT

PARTICLES FROM THE LINES.

22. WHEN VERTICAL OBSTRUCTIONS (STREET LIGHTS, TREES, FIRE HYDRANTS, ETC.) INTERFERE WITH THE SPRAY PATTERN OF THE

HEADS SO AS TO PREVENT PROPER COVERAGE, FIELD ADJUST THE SPRINKLER SYSTEM BY INSTALLING A QUARTER, THIRD OR HALF

CIRCLE HEAD AT THE SIDES OF THE OBSTRUCTION SO AS TO PROVIDE PROPER COVERAGE.  ALL ADJUSTMENTS SHALL BE MADE AT NO

ADDITIONAL COST TO THE OWNER.

23. NOTIFY ARCHITECT OF ANY ASPECTS OF LAYOUT THAT WILL PROVIDE INCOMPLETE OR INSUFFICIENT WATER COVERAGE OF PLANT

MATERIAL AND DO NOT PROCEED UNTIL HIS/HER INSTRUCTIONS ARE OBTAINED.

24. LOCATE BUBBLERS ON UPHILL SIDE OF TREES.  TREE BUBBLERS ARE FOR ESTABLISHMENT AND DROUGHT CONDITIONS.  THEY ARE

TO BE TURNED OFF AFTER TREES ARE ESTABLISHED AND TURNED ON DURING DROUGHT CONDITIONS.

25. IN ADDITION TO THE SLEEVES AND CONDUITS SHOWN ON THE DRAWINGS, THE IRRIGATION CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE

FOR COORDINATING THE INSTALLATION OF SLEEVES AND CONDUITS OF SUFFICIENT SIZE UNDER ALL PAVED AREAS.

26. ALL EXCAVATIONS ARE TO BE FILLED WITH COMPACTED BACKFILL. BACKFILL MATERIAL SHALL BE THE EARTH EXCAVATED FROM

THE TRENCH AND FREE OF ROCKS AND OTHER FOREIGN COURSE MATERIAL. COMPACT BACKFULL TO A MINIMUM OF 90 PERCENT OF

ORIGINAL SOIL DENSITY. REPAIR ALL SETTLED TRENCHES PROMPTLY, FOR A PERIOD OF 1 YEAR AFTER COMPLETION OF WORK.

27. CONTRACTOR SHALL WARRANT THAT THE IRRIGATION SYSTEM WILL BE FREE FROM DEFECTS IN MATERIALS AND WORKMANSHIP

FOR A PERIOD OF 1 YEAR AFTER FINAL ACCEPTANCE OF WORK.

28. ALL CONSTANT PRESSURE PIPES SHALL BE TESTED AT A MINIMUM OF 125 PSI FOR TWO HOURS.  CENTER LOAD PIPING WITH A

SMALL AMOUNT OF BACKFILL TO PREVENT ARCHING OR SLIPPING UNDER PRESSURE.  NO FITTINGS SHALL BE COVERED.  REPAIR FAULTY

JOINTS WITH NEW MATERIALS.  DO NOT USE CEMENT OR CAULKING TO REPAIR LEAKS.

29. THE SPRINKLER SYSTEM DESIGN IS BASED ON THE MINIMUM OPERATING PRESSURE SHOWN ON THE IRRIGATION DRAWINGS.

VERIFY WATER PRESSURE PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION.  REPORT ANY DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE WATER PRESSURE INDICATED ON THE

DRAWINGS AND THE ACTUAL PRESSURE READING AT THE IRRIGATION POINT OF CONNECTION TO THE OWNER’S AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE.

30. IRRIGATION DEMAND: REFER TO IRRIGATION POINTS OF CONNECTION.

31. OPERATE IRRIGATION CONTROLLER(S) BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 10:00 PM AND 7:00 AM.

32. NOTIFY ALL LOCAL JURISDICTIONS FOR INSPECTION AND TESTING OF INSTALLED BACKFLOW PREVENTION DEVICE.

33. NOTIFY UNDERGROUND SERVICE ALERT AT 811 AT LEAST 48 HOURS PRIOR TO ANY EXCAVATION.

34. AT LEAST 10 DAYS PRIOR TO COMPLETION OF CONSTRUCTION, PROVIDE THE OWNER WITH A MAINTENANCE MANUAL.  DATA SHALL

BE ON  8 1/2" X 11" SHEETS, IN A 3-RING BINDER AND SHALL INCLUDE:

• INDEX SHEET WITH CONTRACTOR'S CONTACT INFORMATION AND LIST OF EQUIPMENT WITH LOCAL MANUFACTURER'S

REPRESENTATIVES.

• CATALOG AND PARTS SHEET OF ALL MATERIAL AND EQUIPMENT.

• COMPLETE OPERATING AND MAINTENANCE INSTRUCTIONS FOR ALL EQUIPMENT.

• COMPLETE AND DATED MANUFACTURER'S WARRANTIES.

35. AT COMPLETION OF MAINTENANCE PERIOD, PROVIDE OWNER WITH THREE (3) EACH OF ALL OPERATING AND SERVICING KEYS AND

WRENCHES REQUIRED FOR COMPLETE MAINTENANCE AND OPERATION OF ALL HEADS AND VALVES.  PROVIDE TWO (2) EACH OF KEYS

AND HOSE SWIVELS FOR QUICK COUPLERS AND KEYS TO CONTROLLER CABINETS AND/OR ENCLOSURES.

DRIP IRRIGATION NOTES

1. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE A DRIP EMITTER SYSTEM FOR ALL TREES, SHRUBS, AND

GROUNDCOVER AS INDICATED ON THE IRRIGATION PLAN AND DETAILS.

2. EMITTERS ARE NOT SHOWN ON THE IRRIGATION PLAN.  ACTUAL LAYOUT OF EMITTER SYSTEM SHALL

BE DETERMINED BY THE CONTRACTOR IN THE FIELD USING THE IRRIGATION PLAN AND THE DRIP

IRRIGATION DETAILS AS A GUIDE, WHILE USING THE PLANTING PLAN FOR THE LOCATION AND QUANTITIES

OF EMITTERS.

3. EACH 15 GALLON SHRUB SHALL RECEIVE THREE 1 GPH EMITTERS DISTRIBUTED EVENLY AROUND

SHRUB (TWO SHALL BE ON UPHILL SIDE OF SHRUB), VIA DISTRIBUTION TUBING.  REFER TO THE PLANTING

PLAN FOR THE LOCATION AND QUANTITY OF SHRUBS.

4. EACH 5 GALLON SHRUB SHALL RECEIVE TWO 1 GPH EMITTERS ON OPPOSITE SIDES AND UPHILL OF

SHRUB, VIA DISTRIBUTION TUBING.  REFER TO THE PLANTING PLAN FOR THE LOCATION AND QUANTITY OF

SHRUBS.

5. EACH 1 GALLON SHRUB SHALL RECEIVE TWO 1/2 GPH EMITTERS ON OPPOSITE SIDES AND UPHILL OF

SHRUB, VIA DISTRIBUTION TUBING.  REFER TO THE PLANTING PLAN FOR THE LOCATION AND QUANTITY OF

SHRUBS.

6. INSTALL THE EMITTERS ON TOP OF THE ROOT BALL AND AS FAR FROM THE TRUNK OF THE PLANT AS

POSSIBLE.

7. DISTRIBUTION TUBING SHALL BE A MAXIMUM OF 5’ IN LENGTH FROM ½” TUBING TO EMITTER.  EACH
LENGTH OF 1/2” DRIP TUBING SHALL BE A MAXIMUM OF 25’.

8. INSTALL FLUSH VALVES AT THE END OF THE RIGID PVC AS SHOWN ON PLANS.

9. ALL PVC LATERAL PIPE TO DRIP TUBING SHALL BE 3/4” UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.

10. THE DRIP EMITTER SYSTEM LAYOUT SHALL BE APPROVED BY THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT PRIOR TO

BEGINNING CONSTRUCTION AND AFTER PLANTING HAS BEEN COMPLETED.

L2.4/1

L2.4/2

L2.4/3

L2.4/4

L2.4/5

L2.4/6

L2.4/10

L2.4/11

L2.4/12

L2.4/13

L2.4/13

L2.4/13

L2.4/14

L2.4/16

L2.4/17

L2.4/15

MODEL 55 BADGER SUB-METER

L2.4/18

L2.5/24

L2.5/21

DRIPLINE NOTES

1. PLANS ARE DIAGRAMMATIC.  INSTALL DRIPLINE AND COMPONENTS PER MANUFACTURERS

INSTRUCTIONS AND INSTALLATION DETAILS.

2. INSTALL DRIPLINE A MAXIMUM OF 18” APART WITH EMITTERS TRIANGULARLY SPACED.  INSTALL 2”
FROM PERIMETER OF PLANTED AREA.  THERE SHOULD BE A MINIMUM OF TWO DRIPLINE LATERALS IN EACH

PLANTED AREA.  DRIPLINE SHALL BE INSTALLED AT A CONSISTANT DEPTH THROUGHOUT THE CIRCUIT.

3. PLACE AIR/VACUUM RELIEF VALVES AT THE HIGHEST POINTS OF EACH ZONE AND JUST BELOW CHECK

VALVES ON SLOPES.  INSTALL ONE AIR/VACUUM RELIEF VALVE FOR EVERY 1125’ OF TOTAL DRIPLINE PER
ZONE.

4. PLACE FLUSH VALVES AT THE HYDRAULIC CENTER OF THE EXHAUST HEADER OR AT LOW POINT ON

SLOPES.

5. INSTALL IN-LINE CHECK VALVES ON SLOPES GREATER THAN 3% AND WHERE LOW-LINE DRAINAGE

COULD CAUSE WET AREAS IN THE LOWEST AREAS OF AN IRRIGATION ZONE.  CHECK VALVES SHALL BE

PLACED EVERY 4-5 FEET BETWEEN DRIPLINE LATERALS AND BEFORE THE FLUSH VALVE.

6. ON ALL SLOPES AND MOUNDS, PLACE THE DRIPLINE LATERALS PARALLEL TO THE SLOPE CONTOUR

WHERE POSSIBLE.  INCREASE THE LATERAL SPACING BY 25% ON THE LOWER ONE-THIRD OF THE SLOPE TO

AVOID EXCESS DRAINAGE.

7. PVC SUPPLY AND FLUSH LINE SIZING GUIDE (ALL SUPPLY AND FLUSH LINES SHALL BE THE SAME SIZE

FOR THE ENTIRE ZONE):

• 0-8 GPM – 3/4”
• 8.1-15 GPM – 1”
• 15.1-25 GPM – 1 1/4”

8. FITTINGS SHALL BE OF THE SAME MANUFACTURER AS DRIPLINE.

9. STAPLE DRIPLINE TO GROUND EVERY 2 FEET.  USE ADDITIONAL STAPLES OVER EACH TEE, ELBOW OR

CROSS.  USE U-SHAPED STAPLES TO AVOID PINCHING THE DRIPLINE.

10. THOROUGHLY FLUSH EACH INSTALLATION SEGMENT TO ENSURE NO DEBRIS CONTAMINATION

OCCURS.

11. RUN THE DRIPLINE SYSTEM EVERY DAY OR EVERY OTHER DAY TO ESTABLISH PLANT MATERIAL.

MAINTAIN A CONSISTENT MOISTURE BALANCE IN THE SOIL.  IT IS IMPORTANT TO KEEP THE SOIL MOIST

WITHOUT SATURATION.



655

650

645

640

G E

C

R

I1.1

IRRIGATION
PLAN:
FRONT

Nguyen Residence

1639 Calera Creek

Heights Drive

Milpitas, CA

APN: 029-35-023

ISSUE

PROJECT #

11/16/16 REV#1

NGU16

N

0
8'

6" SL.

6" SL.

C-4

2

.06

25
1"

C-3

.5

1.01

25
1"

C-5

2

.06

25
1"

C-6

1

1.03

25
1"

C-7

2

.10

25
1"

C-8 .33

1 25
1"

IRRIGATION CONTROLLER "C" - WALL MOUNT AS

DIRECTED BY ARCHITECT.

SERVICE WITH 120 VOLT A.C. ELECTRICAL.

ELECTRICAL SERVICE TO THIS LOCATION

PROVIDED BY ELECTRICAL CONTRACTOR.

GROUND CONTROLLER AND CONFORM TO ALL

APPLICABLE LOCAL CODES.

POINT OF CONNECTION:  INSTALL A 1" SUB-METER

FOR IRRIGATION.  CONNECT TO EXISTING WATER

LINE TO THE HOUSE.  FIELD VERIFY THE EXACT

LOCATION OF THE WATER LINE.

1

/

1

"

2

1

/

1

"

2

1

/

1

"

2

ZONE B - SEE SHEET I1.3

IRRIGATION DEMAND: 26 GPM AT 65 PSI. FIELD

VERIFY STATIC WATER PRESSURE PRIOR TO

STARTING ANY WORK.  IF PRESSURE STATED

ABOVE, NOTIFY LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT FOR

FURTHER INSTRUCTION.
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SIDE
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PROJECT #

11/16/16 REV#1

NGU16

ZONE F - SOUTH SLOPE

ZONE B - SEE SHEET I1.1

ZONE D - SEE SHEET I1.2
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/
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/
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/
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/
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/
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/
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/
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Nguyen Residence
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APN: 029-35-023

ISSUE

PROJECT #

11/16/16 REV#1

NGU16

NOT TO SCALE

REDUCED PRESSURE BACKFLOW ASSEMBLY

NOTE: EVENLY COAT METAL FITTINGS EXPOSED TO SOIL AND CONCRETE WITH 3M

SCOTCHRAP PIPE PRIMER AND THEN WRAP WITH 3M SCOTCHRAP NO. 51 BLACK TAPE

(3/4" OVERLAP).  USE DIELECTRIC FITTINGS WHERE DISSIMILAR METALS COME INTO

CONTACT.

REDUCED PRESSURE BACKFLOW

PREVENTION ASSEMBLY

FINISH GRADE

PVC

MAINLINE

TO VALVES

PVC SCH 40 MALE

ADAPTER

CONCRETE BLOCK

SURROUNDING PIPE

MAINLINE FROM

P.O.C.

FITTINGS (AS

REQUIRED)

UNION

FITTINGS (AS

REQUIRED)

12" MIN.

CONCRETE PAD

18"

1

1" GALV. IRON

1" GALV. IRON

1" GALV. IRON

EXTERNAL PLUG-IN

TRANSFORMER (PROVIDED

WITH  CONTROLLER)

2" PVC SCHEDULE 40 CONTROL

WIRE CONDUIT

NOTE:  ALL ELECTRICAL WORK MUST

CONFORM TO  LOCAL CODES.  REFER

TO PRODUCT LITERATURE FOR

ADDITIONAL INSTALLATION

REQUIREMENTS.

PVC SCHEDULE 80 FITTINGS THROUGH

WALL. DRILL THROUGH SHEETROCK

AND WALL SIDING FOR INSTALLATION

OF CONDUIT.  USE EXPANDING

INSULATION FOAM TO SEAL CONDUIT

AT INTERIOR AND EXTERIOR WALL.

36" MIN.

6

2

5

4

6

5

4

WALL MOUNT AUTOMATIC

SPRINKLER CONTROLLER

(INTERIOR WALL MOUNT WITH

EXTERNAL TRANSFORMER)

INTERIOR FLOOR OF GARAGE
1

2

1

SECTION/ELEVATION SECTION/ELEVATION

FRONT SIDE

PVC SWEEP ELL FOR CONTROL

WIRES

3

3

NOT TO SCALE

RESIDENTIAL CONTROLLER - INDOOR

2

SCH. 80 UNION

(FIPTxFIPT)

NOT TO SCALE

MASTER REMOTE CONTROL VALVE

WIRE

CONNECTOR

MASTER REMOTE CONTROL

VALVE

14" x 19"

VALVE BOX

0" IN TURF AREAS

1" IN SHRUB AREAS

FINISH GRADE

SCH 80 UNION

(FIPTxFIPT)

PVC MAINLINE TO

FLOW SENSOR

BRICK SUPPORTS (4

TOTAL)

SCH. 80 PVC NIPPLE

(LENGTH AS REQUIRED) - 4

TOTAL

8" PEA GRAVEL

BELOW VALVE

SCH. 80 PVC ELL (2

TOTAL)

PVC MAINLINE

FROM P.O.C.

4" MIN.

SCH 80 MALE

ADAPTER

3

18"

FLOW FLOW

4" MIN.

NOT TO SCALE

PVC FLOW SENSOR INSTALLATION DETAIL

NOTE: FLOW SENSOR MUST BE INSTALLED WITH INSERT (TOP) VERTICAL AND

BODY (TEE) POSITIONED HORIZONTALLY.

GAUGE DIRECT BURIAL SENSOR CABLE, PROVIDE 36" EXTRA CABLE.  (MUST BE RUN

IN 1" CONDUIT FROM SENSOR TO CONTROLLER)

14" x 19" VALVE

BOX WITH BOLT

DOWN LID

FINISH GRADE

PVC FLOW SENSOR

SCH. 80 PVC PIPE

MAINLINE FROM

MASTER VALVE

(UPSTREAM)

MIN. UPSTREAM DISTANCE

= 10 TIMES FLOW SENSOR

SIZE

SCH. 80 PVC RED.

COUPLING LOCATED AT

MASTER VALVE

8" DEEP 3/4"  PEA GRAVEL

SUMP

PVC MAINLINE TO SYSTEM

SCH 80 ELL (2 TOTAL)

SCH. 80 PVC

NIPPLE

MIN. DOWNSTREAM

DISTANCE = 5 TIMES

FLOW SENSOR SIZE

BRICK

SUPPORTS (4

TOTAL)

MALE

ADAPTER

0" IN TURF AREAS

1" IN SHRUB AREAS

WATERPROOF CONNECTIONS *NOTE POLARITY

ON SENSOR TO SENSOR CABLE HOOKUP

4

#20

18"

4" MIN.

NOT TO SCALE

REMOTE CONTROL VALVE & BALL VALVE

0" IN TURF AREA

1" IN SHRUB/

GROUNDCOVER AREA

2 1/4" x 2 3/4" ID TAG

WIRE CONNECTORS

36-INCH LINEAR LENGTH OF

24 VOLT WIRE, COILED

FINISH GRADE

14" x 19" VALVE BOX, ONE

REMOTE CONTROL

VALVE PER BOX

REMOTE CONTROL

VALVE

PVC BALL VALVE

SCH 80 PVC NIPPLE (4)

LENGTH AS REQUIRED

SCH 80 PVC ELL

(TxT)

BRICK (1

OF 4)

PVC

MAINLINE

SCH 80 PVC NIPPLE  (2

INCH, HIDDEN) AND SCH 80

PVC ELL

SCH 40 PVC TEE OR ELL

4" MIN. DEPTH OF PEA

GRAVEL (NO SOIL IN

VALVE BOX)

LOWER LATERAL

LINE WITH SCH 40

PVC 45 ELLS

PVC LATERAL

LINE

SCH 40 PVC MALE

ADAPTER

5

18"

12"

TORO DRIP ZONE KIT

NOT TO SCALE

24 VOLT WIRE - ALLOW 36" OF

EXCESS WIRE COILED

13" x 20" VALVE BOX

WITH COVER

WATER PROOF WIRE

CONNECTORS

FINISH GRADE

DRIP ZONE KIT:

REMOTE CONTROL VALVE,

FILTER, AND PRESSURE

REGULATOR

PVC SCH 80 MALE

ADAPTER (2)

3.0-INCH MINIMUM DEPTH OF

3/4-INCH WASHED GRAVEL

PVC BALL VALVE

SCH 80 NIPPLE

(SIZE AS

REQUIRED)

PVC LATERAL

PVC SCH 80 TEE OR ELL

BRICK (1 OF 4)

PVC SCH 80 ELL

0" IN TURF AREA

1" IN SHRUB/

GROUNDCOVER AREA

ID TAG

PVC MAINLINE

12"

18"

6

MIN.

12"

EDGE OF LAWN, WALK, FENCE, CURB, ETC.

TOP VIEW

12" MIN.

MIN.

12"

MIN.

12"

MIN.

12"

12" MIN.

NOTES:

1. CENTER BOX OVER VALVE TO FACILITATE SERVICING VALVE.

2. SET BOXES 1" ABOVE FINISH GRADE OR MULCH COVER IN GROUND COVER/SHRUB

AREA AND FLUSH WITH FINISH GRADE IN TURF AREA.

3. SET VALVE BOX ASSEMBLY IN GROUND COVER/SHRUB AREA WHERE POSSIBLE.

INSTALL IN LAWN AREA ONLY IF GROUND COVER/SHRUB AREA DOES NOT EXIST

ADJACENT TO LAWN.

4. SET BOXES PARALLEL TO EACH OTHER AND PERPENDICULAR TO EDGE.

5. AVOID HEAVILY COMPACTING SOIL AROUND VALVE BOX EDGES TO PREVENT

COLLAPSE AND DEFORMATION OF VALVE BOX SIDES.

6. VALVE BOXES SHALL HAVE BOLT DOWN LIDS WITH BOLTS INSTALLED.

7. VALVE BOXES SHALL BE BY CARSON, APPLIED ENGINEERING, OR EQUAL.

ROUND VALVE

BOX

14"x19" RECTANGULAR

VALVE BOX

13"x20" OR

LARGER VALVE

BOX

NOT TO SCALE

VALVE BOX INSTALLATION DETAIL

7

SECTION VIEW

PLAN VIEW

NOTES:

1. SLEEVE BELOW ALL HARDSCAPE ELEMENTS WITH SPECIFIED PVC PIPE TWICE

THE DIAMETER OF THE PIPE OR WIRE BUNDLE WITHIN.

2. FOR PIPE AND WIRE BURIAL DEPTHS REFER TO IRRIGATION LEGEND AND

SPECIFICATIONS.

NOT TO SCALE

PIPE AND WIRE TRENCHING

MAINLINE, LATERAL, AND

WIRING IN THE SAME

TRENCH

MAINLINE

PIPE

LATERAL

PIPE

PIPE AND WIRE

SLEEVING

WIRE W/O

CONDUIT

PROVIDE A MINIMUM OF 2"

BETWEEN PIPES

RUN WIRE BENEATH

AND BESIDE MAINLINE.

TAPE AND BUNDLE AT

10-FOOT INTERVALS.

ALL SOLVENT WELD

PLASTIC PIPING TO BE

SNAKED IN TRENCH

AS SHOWN

TIE A 24" LOOP IN ALL WIRING

AT CHANGES IN DIRECTION

OF 30° OR GREATER. UNTIE
AFTER ALL CONNECTIONS

HAVE BEEN MADE.

4"

4" 4"

4"

4"

4"

4"

CLEAN BACKFILL - 90%

COMPACTION REQUIRED

8

APPLY SCOTCHLOK Y SPRING

CONNECTOR IN A CLOCKWISE

DIRECTION.

STEP 2:

INSERT SPLICE TO BOTTOM OF

GEL-FILLED TUBE. CHECK TO MAKE

SURE CONNECTOR HAS BEEN

PUSHED PAST LOCKING FINGERS

AND IS SEATED AT BOTTOM OF

TUBE.

STEP 3:

POSITION WIRES IN WIRE

CHANNELS AND CLOSE

INSULATOR TUBE COVER.

STEP 4:

NOTE: MAXIMUM WIRE SIZES PER

CONNECTOR ARE THREE # 14'S  OR

TWO #12'S.

STRIP WIRES 1/2" FROM ENDS.

STEP 1:

NOT TO SCALE

WIRE CONNECTION DETAIL

9

3"

NOT TO SCALE

GATE VALVE DETAIL

10" ROUND PLASTIC VALVE BOX

WITH BOLT DOWN LID

FINISH GRADE

0" IN LAWN

1" IN SHRUB/

GROUNDCOVER

AREA

6" PVC PIPE

GATE VALVE

BRICK-3 TOTAL

PEA GRAVEL 4" DEEP (NO

SOIL IN BOX)

SCH 80 PVC MALE ADAPTER

PVC MAINLINE

10

18"

12" MIN.

3"

TOP VIEW

SIDE VIEW

NOT TO SCALE

QUICK COUPLER IN BOX DETAIL

x 3" SCH. 80 PVC

NIPPLE (2 REQ.)

QUICK COUPLING VALVE

FINISH GRADE

10" ROUND PLASTIC VALVE

BOX WITH BOLT DOWN LID.

x 6" SCHEDULE 80

PVC NIPPLE

PVC MAINLINE

SCH. 80 PVC TEE

(SxSxT)

SCHEDULE 80

PVC ELL (TxT) (3

REQ.)

CRUSHED ROCK (NO

SOIL IN BOX)

BRICK-3 TOTAL

LEEMCO LS-100 QUICK

COUPLING STABILIZER

WALK, CURB

OR HEADER

3/4"

11

3/4"

NOT TO SCALE

TREE BUBBLER DETAIL

PVC LATERAL LINE ROUTED

AROUND ROOTBALL (DO NOT

GO THROUGH ROOTBALL)

SCH. 4O PVC

FITTINGS (TYPICAL)

PVC LATERAL LINE

FINISH

GRADE

1/2" SCH. 80 MALE

ADAPTER (GRAY)

9 GAGE

TUBING STAKE

1/2" SALCO UV RESISTANT

PVC FLEXIBLE HOSE (PVC

AR-050)

ROOTBALL

BUBBLER

TREE

12

12"

POP-UP SHRUB SPRAY

FINISH GRADE

1/2" SCHEDULE

(LENGTH AS

80 PVC NIPPLE

REQUIRED)

PVC LATERAL LINE

SCHEDULE 40 PVC TEE

STREET ELL

1/2" MARLEX

40 PVC ELL

1/2" TxT SCH

STREET ELL

1/2" MARLEX

(S x S x T)

HEADERBOARD

CURB, WALK OR

WALL,

BUILDING

FENCE OR

NOT TO SCALE

SHRUB POP-UP INSTALLATION DETAIL

12"

4"
1"

13

12"

Irritrol

CLIMATE LOGIC

69 F 40%

1:15a

MENU

No Rain-Irrigation

11/16

CL-M1

SMART RX

ENABLED

%

WALL MOUNT

CONTROLLER -

REFER TO

CONTROLLER

DETAIL

CONDUIT FOR

CONTROL WIRE

POWER

SOURCE

NOT TO SCALE

IRRITROL CLIMATE LOGIC WEATHER SENSOR

GUTTERMOUNT USING

"QUICKCLIP"

FLAT SURFACE MOUNT USING

SCREWS

RECEIVER MODULE

MOUNTED NEAR

THE CONTROLLER.

CONNECTION CORD PLUGGED

INTO CONTROLLERS REMOTE

PORT

14

12"

1/4" CONNECTOR

(SIZE AS NEEDED)

1/2" NIPPLE

3/4" RIGID PVC PIPE

SCH. 40 FITTING

.580 DRIP TUBING

PVC FITTING

CxCxFPT SCH. 40

EMITTER

TUBE STAKE

FINISH GRADE

1/4" POLY TUBING

MIN. 2"

TOP OF 2" MULCH

GALVANIZED TUBING STAKE

INSTALL MAX. 3' APART

MAX. 5' LENGTH

MAX 15' FROM RISER

NOT TO SCALE

RISER TO DRIP TUBING DETAIL

15

SINGLE OUTLET EMITTER DETAIL

NOT TO SCALE

NOTE:

1. CONNECT 5/8" TUBE TO PVC LATERAL LINE USING

COMPRESSION FITTINGS.

2. 5/8" HOSE SHALL NOT RUN LONGER THAN 20' FROM PVC

LATERAL LINE.

  SINGLE OUTLET EMITTER

TUBING STAKE

TOP OF MULCH

BARB CONNECTOR

FINISH GRADE

5/8" POLYETHYLENE

HOSE

1/4" DISTRIBUTION   TUBING

(MAXIMUM OF 5' LENGTH)

16

6" ROUND VALVE

AUTOMATIC FLUSH VALVE

PEA GRAVEL SUMP (18'')

NOT TO SCALE

PVC PIPE

FINISHED GRADE

BRICK SUPPORTS

PVC ELBOW

1"

BOX WITH BLACK

LID

AUTOMATIC FLUSH

VALVE

3/4" RISER -

LENGTH AS

NEEDED

17

PEA GRAVEL - 4" DEEP (NO SOIL

IN VALVE BOX)

CURB STOP

CONCRETE 14" X 19" VALVE BOX

AND CONCRETE LID WITH CAST

IRON READING LID

FINISH GRADE

WATER METER

4" MIN.

4" MIN.

4" MIN.

NOT TO SCALE

TYPICAL WATER METER INSTALLATION

NOTE:

1. INSTALL PER MANUFACTURER'S AND LOCAL UTILITY INSTRUCTIONS.

2. INLET AND OUTLET PIPE TO MATCH EXISTING TYPE AND SIZE.

3. PIPE THROUGH METER SHALL BE COPPER.

18
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11/16/16 REV#1

NGU16

AV

FV

CENTER FEED INLINE DRIP LAYOUT

NOT TO SCALE

MANIFOLD CONNECTION (PVC TO

ELL)

PVC SUPPLY HEADER

(12" DEPTH)

MANIFOLD CONNECTION

REMOTE CONTROL VALVE

WITH FILTER AND PRESSURE

REGULATOR

DRIPLINE LATERAL

AIR/VACUUM RELIEF LATERAL

BLANK TUBING CENTERED ON

MOUND  OR BERM

AIR/VACUUM RELIEF VALVE

(PLUMBED TO TUBING AT EACH

HIGH POINT)

IN

OPERATION INDICATOR

PVC EXHAUST HEADER

ZONE FLUSH VALVE PLUMBED

TO PVC (TYP)

PERIMETER LATERAL 2"

FROM EDGE

INLINE DRIP EMITTER

(O.C. SPACING TBD)

FV

19

AV

F

V

PLAN

TORO DL2000 AUTOMATIC FLUSH VALVE

PLUMBED TO FLUSH MANIFOLD AT LOW POINT

IN

TORO T-DL-MP9 OPERATION

INDICATOR CONNECTED TO

DRIPLINE, INSTALLED AT

THE EDGE OF THE

LANDSCAPE END OF

DRIPLINE ZONE NEAR FLUSH

VALVE

PVC FLUSH MANIFOLD.

TORO DL2000

MANIFOLD-TO-ELBOW

CONNECTION (TYP)

TORO DL2000

DRIPLINE LATERAL

AREA PERIMETER

PERIMETER LATERALS

2" TO 4" FROM EDGE

PVC LATERAL LINE

FROM DRIP ZONE KIT

TORO LOC-EZE TEE

(FTT16).

TORO DL2000

AIR/VACUUM RELIEF

VALVE (YD-500-34)

PLUMBED TO SUPPLY

MANIFOLD AT HIGH

POINT (IF REQUIRED.)

PVC SUPPLY

MANIFOLD

TYPICAL ISLAND LAYOUT END FEED

NOT TO SCALE

PERIMETER LATERALS

2" TO 4" FROM EDGE

20

NOT TO SCALE

1"

6" ROUND

VALVE BOX

TORO DL2000 AIR/VACUUM

RELIEF VALVE (YD-500-34)

TORO LOC-EZE X

1/2" FPT TEE

(FTF16)

TORO DL2000 DRIPLINE

OR BLANK TUBING

BRICK SUPPORTS

(3)

PEA GRAVEL SUMP (6'' DEEP)

NOTE:

AIR/VACUUM RELIEF VALVE CANNOT BE CONNECTED LOWER

THAN DRIPLINE LATERALS.

FINISHED GRADE

TORO DL2000 AIR/VACUUM RELIEF VALVE -

PLUMBED TO TUBING

21

ISOMETRIC

3

2 1

4 5

6 7

8 9

1. FINISH GRADE.

2. DEPTH OF TUBING PER

SPECIFICATIONS

3. DEPTH OF PVC SUPPLY MANIFOLD

PER SPECIFICATIONS.

4. DRIPLINE TEE FITTING.

5. DRIPLINE LATERAL.

6. BLANK POLY TUBING,    LENGTH AS

NECESSARY.

7. DRIPLINE MPT ADAPTER.

8. PVC TEE (SxSxT) WITH 1/2" FPT

OUTLET.

9. PVC SUPPLY MANIFOLD FROM

REMOTE CONTROL VALVE

ASSEMBLY.

CENTER FEED MANIFOLD

NOT TO SCALE

LEGEND

22

1 2

3 4

7

5

6

6

ISOMETRIC

1. FINISH GRADE.

2. DEPTH OF TUBING PER

SPECIFICATIONS

3. PVC CROSS (SxSxSxS)

4. COMPRESSION ADAPER.

5. DRIPLINE LATERAL.

6. AIR/VACUUM RELIEF LATERAL,

BLANK POLY TUBING CENTERED

ON MOUND OR BERM

7. AIR/VACUUM RELIEF VALVE AT

HIGH POINT.  REFER TO

AIR/VACUUM RELIEF VALVE DETAIL.

AIR/VACUUM RELIEF LATERAL

NOT TO SCALE

LEGEND

23

2"-3" ABOVE

FINISH GRADE

FINISH GRADE

DEPTH OF TUBING

PER

SPECIFICATIONS

TORO DL2000

DRIPLINE

TORO DL2000

OPERATION

INDICATOR - USE

ONE PER ZONE

AND LOCATE AT

FLUSH END OF

ZONE

TORO DL2000 OPERATION INDICATOR

NOT TO SCALE

24
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CERTIFICATE OF SUBSTANTIAL COMPLETION
Project Name:  Nguyen Residence

Project Address/Location:

Preliminary Project Documentation Submitted:  (Check (

  1.

Total Maximum Applied Water Allowance (MAWA):   Gallons/year

  2. Total Estimated Applied Water Use (EAWU):   Gallons/year

  2a. Estimated Amount of Water Expected from Effective

  Gallons/year

  3. Total Estimated Total Water Use (ETWU):   Gallons/year

NOTE: * If the design assumes that a part of the Estimated Total Water Use will be provided by

 precipitation, the Effective Precipitation Disclosure Statement in VIII-5-5 shall be completed

and submitted.  The Estimated Amount of Water Expected from Effective Precipitation shall

  4. Landscape Design Plan   8. Landscape Irrigation Audit Schedule

  5. Irrigation Design Plan   9. Grading Design Plan

  6. Irrigation Schedule   10. Soil Analysis

  7. Maintenance Schedule

Post-Installation Inspection:  (Check (

  A. Plants installed as specified

  B. Irrigation system installed as designed

dual distribution system for recycled water

minimal runoff or overspray

  C. Landscape Irrigation Audit performed

Project submittal package and a copy of this certification has been provided to property owner/manager

Comments:

CITY OF MILPITAS - WATER EFFICIENT LANDSCAPES

) to indicate completion):

** Water Meter Register # (Enter When 

Meter Is Set):

Bldg. Permit # (if

applicable):

           total area

) to indicate completion):

I/we certify that I/we have received all of the contract documents and that it is our responsibility to see that the project is maintained in accordance

Landscape Architect, Irrigation Designer or Licensed or Certified Professional in Horticulture or in a field

Ordinance and that the landscape planting and irrigation conform with the approved plans and specifications.

I/we certify that based upon periodic site observations, the work has been substantially completed in accordance with the Water Efficient Landscape 

State License NumberDateSignature

Contractor

I/we certify that work has been installed in accordance with the contract documents.

Signature Date State License Number

Owner

Signature Date

Must sign in order for City to accept certificate.
**  Must fill: Inspector & contractor to verify register #, this must be done before occupancy

LANDSCAPE PACKET #

Date:Prepared by:  Janet Luehrs, Brookwater Inc.

Sheet

Sheet

Sheet

Sheet

Sheet

I1.0 thru I1.5Sheet

Sheet

392,979

Soil Specification 10.

Grading Design Plan 9.

Landscape Irrigation Audit Schedule 8.

Maintenance Schedule 7.

Irrigation Schedule 6.

Irrigation Design Plan 5.

Landscape Design Plan 4.

Development Engineering Section.  This value shall be the same in items 1, 2, and 3 above.

To determine gallons/year for existing landscaping, contact the Public Works Department, Land••
of the local annual mean precipitation (average rainfall).

The Estimated Amount of Water Expected from Effective Precipitation shall not exceed 25 percent

the Effective Precipitation Disclosure Statement in VIII-5-5.00 shall be completed and submitted.

If the design assumes that a part of the Estimated Total Water Use will be provided by precipitation, •NOTES:

  Gallons/yearTOTAL ETWU

  Gallons/year•• Existing Landscapes, if applicable

  Gallons/yearNew/Rehabilitated Landscapes

Estimated Total Water Use (ETWU):

 3.

Estimated Amount of Water Expected from 2a.

  Gallons/yearTOTAL EAWU

  Gallons/year•• Existing Landscapes, if applicable

  Gallons/yearNew/Rehabilitated Landscapes

Estimated Applied Water Use (EAWU): 2.

  Gallons/yearTOTAL MAWA

  Gallons/year•• Existing Landscapes, if applicable

  Gallons/yearNew/Rehabilitated Landscapes

Maximum Applied Water Allowance (MAWA):1. 

25,440  square feet           total area

) to indicate completion):Included in this project submittal package are (Check (

Landscape Architect/Irrigation Designer -  Separate Water Conservation Concept Statements shall be

Water Meter Serial Number (Provide existing or later with
Project Address/Location:

Project Name:

WATER CONSERVATION CONCEPT STATEMENT
CITY OF MILPITAS

Effective Precipitation •:   Gallons/year

                                                                   submitted for each irrigation meter.

certificate of completion):

EFFECTIVE PRECIPITATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

I certify that I have informed the project owner and developer that this project depends on 

                           gallons of effective precipitation per year.  This represents 

percent of the local mean precipitation of  inches per year.

I have based my assumptions about the amount of precipitation that is effective upon:

I certify that I have informed the project owner and developer that in times of drought, there may

not be enough water available to keep the entire landscape alive.

Licensed or Certified Landscape Professional Date

I certify that I have been informed that in times of drought, there may not be enough water

available to keep the entire landscape alive.

Owner/Developer Date

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLETION IS REQUIRED PRIOR TO OCCUPANCY.

with the contract documents.

related to Horticulture.

and local water agency.

not exceed 25 percent of the local annual mean precipitation (average rainfall).

Precipitation:

IRRIGATION MAINTENANCE SCHEDULE SAMPLE

1. Landscapes shall be maintained to ensure water efficiency. A regular maintenance schedule shall include but not be limited to checking,   
   adjusting, and repairing irrigation equipment; resetting replenishing mulch; fertilizing; pruning; and weeding in all landscape areas.
2. Whenever possible, repair of the irrigation equipment shall be done with the originally specified materials or their equivalents.

1. At a minimum, audits shall be in accordance with the state of California Landscape Auditor Handbook.

2. Audits shall be conducted by a State Certified Landscape Irrigation Auditor at least once every five years and submitted to the local water

   purveyor.

IRRIGATION AUDIT SCHEDULE SAMPLE

SOIL SPECIFICATION / ANALYSIS SAMPLE

1. Provide soil specifications if import soil or provide soil analysis if using on site soil. The soil information must include: Soil texture (% of organic
   matter), infiltration rate(or estimated range), PH & total soluble salts, indicate if mulch, soil amendments or other material will be used or required.

IRRIGATION SCHEDULE

Nguyen Residence

1639 Calera Creek Heights Drive

392,979

322,326

291,815

291,815

322,326

I1.5

L1.0 thru L1.4

I1.6

I1.6

C-2.0

12/19/2016

X

X

X

X

NA

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

Description of Project:  The irrigation design was designed with drip irrigation and a smart

weather based controller to provide an efficient and water conserving landscape.  Drought

tolerant plant species, drought tolerant turf species and mulch were used.  The irrigation

system was zoned for plant type and exposure.

**Effective precipitation was not used for this project.**
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Table 1  

Section 10-45.18 for Grading Requirements in Hillside Zones 

 

Grading and Landscape Conformance  

Grading will “blend” in with the natural land forms and native vegetation to the 

maximum extent feasible. 

Conforms. As proposed, the main dwelling 

shall be located where the parcel is relatively 

flat so that grading can be minimized. All 

grading shall blend in with the natural contours 

of the site, and therefore, will conform to this 

requirement.  

No grading cut or embankment with a slope greater than three (3) feet horizontal 

to one (1) foot vertical shall be located adjacent to a publicly maintained right-

of-way.  

Conforms. As proposed, the main dwelling will 

be located forty (40) feet away from the public 

right-of-way and therefore, any grading 

adjacent to the public right-of-way is for fire 

truck access.  

The overall shape, height, grade, or any cut-or-fill slopes shall be developed in 

concert with existing natural contours and scale of the natural terrain of a 

particular site. 

Conforms. The applicant has proposed a site 

plan with a layout of the proposed home that 

steps along the natural contours of the property. 

The main dwelling and accessory structures will 

be located on the naturally relatively flat portion 

of the parcel to maintain the natural terrain of 

the site. 

Provide sites which fit into the terrain and allow for minimal amount of grading. 

Grading of any area of a site with a natural slope greater than forty (40) percent 

shall be prohibited.   

Conforms. As proposed, the bulk of the grading 

shall be for the purpose of the required grade at 

the driveway for firetruck access. Minimal 

grading is proposed for the main residence and 

accessory structures. 

Stepped building foundations shall be required to minimize grading on building 

pads. 

Conforms. The applicant has proposed stepped 

building foundations to minimize grading.  *15F
*15F



Grading and Landscape Conformance  

Structure shall be designed to fit with the contours of the hillside and relate to 

overall form of the terrain.  Structures shall be designed to fit into the hillside 

rather than altering the hillside to fit to the structure. 

Conforms. As proposed, the main dwelling and 

accessory structures is situated on the relatively 

flat section of the parcel and is designed to 

blend with the natural contours.  

Streets shall be designed to generally follow the contours and land form in order 

to minimize cut and fill.  Exposed walls and facing roadways and retaining walls 

shall be no greater than six feet in height.  Crib walls fencing roadways shall be 

no greater than 15 feet in height. 

Conforms & Condition of Approval. Since 

there is already a PUD established for Calera 

Creek Heights, no new streets are proposed with 

this application. As proposed, all retaining walls 

shall conform to the maximum height 

requirement. 

Landscaping coverage and stabilization of graded slopes shall be selected and 

designed to be compatible with surrounding natural vegetation or to replace 

removed natural vegetation and should recognize climatic, soil, and ecologic 

characteristic of the region.  Plan materials that require excessive water after 

becoming established should be avoided.   

Conforms & Condition of Approval. As 

proposed, landscaping is compatible with the 

surrounding natural vegetation. To ensure final 

landscaping conformance, this is included as a 

condition of approval.  

Trees which have a six inch or greater diameter trunk size at a point three feet 

above grade should not be removed.  The location of all such trees shall be 

shown on all plans submitted for approval.  The Planning Commission, upon 

review of an “S” Zone application approval, shall have the power to authorize 

removal, relocation or replacement if the applicant can show that such 

requirement is unreasonable as applied to the particular property.  If the removal 

is permitted, the replacement of any trees removed pursuant to this section shall 

be at a five to one (5:1) ratio. 

Condition of Approval. Applicant is not 

proposing to remove any trees at this time. To 

ensure conformance, this is included as a 

condition of approval. 

Within six months, or such other period established by the Planning 

Commission, after the commencement of grading activities, all graded areas not 

covered by an impervious surface shall be stabilized in such manner as shall be 

approved by the Community Development Manager. 

Condition of Approval. The applicant has 

submitted preliminary grading plans. To ensure 

conformance, this is included as a condition of 

approval. 

Where two cut-or-fill slopes intersect, the intersection shall be horizontally 

rounded and blended. 

Condition of Approval. The applicant has 

submitted preliminary grading plans. To ensure *15F



PROJECT NAME Vali Cooper & Associates   

PROJECT NO.: 4265, 4179   
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SEVENTH AMENDMENT TO THE AGREEMENT FOR  

  CONSULTATION AND OTHER SERVICES 

This Seventh Amendment is entered into this 18th day of April, 2017, by and between the 
City of Milpitas, a municipal corporation of the State of California (hereafter referred to as 
"City") and Vali Cooper & Associates, Inc., a California corporation (hereafter referred to 
as "Consultant"). City and Consultant are joint referred to herein as the “Parties”). 

RECITALS 

  WHEREAS, the Parties entered into an Agreement on November 20, 2013, 
entitled “Consultant Services Agreement between the City of Milpitas and Vali Cooper & 
Associates, Inc.” (“Agreement”) for engineering services on the BART Silicon Valley 
Berryessa Extension (SVBX) project (Project No. 4265) in the amount of Nineteen 
Thousand Seven Hundred Sixty Dollars ($19,760); and  

  WHEREAS, the Parties entered into Amendment No. 1 to the Agreement on 
January 21, 2014, to increase the compensation in the amount of Seventy Five Thousand 
Dollars ($75,000) to allow Consultant to continue providing support services for the BART 
Silicon Valley Berryessa Extension (SVBX) project; and 

WHEREAS, the Parties entered into Amendment No. 2 to the Agreement on 
June 3, 2014, to extend the term to June 30, 2015, and increase the compensation in the 
amount of One Hundred Fifty Eight Thousand Two Hundred Forty Dollars ($158,240) to 
allow Consultant to continue providing support services for the BART Silicon Valley  
Berryessa Extension (SVBX) project; and 

WHEREAS, the Parties entered into Amendment No. 3 to the Agreement on 
December 16, 2014, to extend the term to September 30, 2015, and increase the 
compensation in the amount of Three Hundred Thousand Dollars ($300,000) to allow 
Consultant to continue providing support services for the BART Silicon Valley Berryessa 
Extension (SVBX) project; and 

WHEREAS, the Parties entered into Amendment No. 4 to the Agreement on 
September 15, 2015, to extend the term of the Agreement to October 31, 2016, and 
increase the compensation in the additional amount of Three Hundred Ten Thousand 
Dollars ($310,000) to allow Consultant to continue providing support services for the 
BART Silicon Valley Berryessa Extension (SVBX) project and also the Montague 
Widening project (Project No. 4179); and 

WHEREAS, the Parties entered into Amendment No. 5 to the Agreement on 
September 20, 2016, to extend the term of the Agreement to February 28, 2017, and 
increase the compensation in the additional amount of Two Hundred Thirty Thousand 
Dollars ($230,000) to allow Consultant to continue providing support services for the 
BART Silicon Valley Berryessa Extension (SVBX) project and Montague Widening 
project; and 

WHEREAS, the Parties entered into Amendment No. 6 to the Agreement on 
February 1, 2017, to extend the term of the Agreement to August 30, 2017, to allow 

*16
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Consultant to continue providing support services for the BART Silicon Valley Berryessa 
Extension (SVBX) project and Montague Widening project; and 

WHEREAS, the Parties desire to extend the term through January 31, 2018, and 
to increase the compensation by the additional amount of Three Hundred Three 
Thousand Dollars ($303,000) to allow Consultant to continue providing support services 
for the BART Silicon Valley Berryessa Extension (SVBX) project and Montague Widening 
project.  

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and conditions herein 
contained, the Parties agree to amend the Agreement as follows: 

1. Section 1.1, entitled “Term of Services” of the Agreement is amended in its entirety to 
read as follows: 

Terms of Services.  The term of this Agreement shall begin on the date first noted 
above and shall end on January 31, 2018, and Consultant shall complete all the 
work described in Exhibit A prior to that date, unless the term of the Agreement is 
otherwise terminated or extended, as provided for in Section 8.  The time 
provided to Consultant to complete the services required by this Agreement shall 
not affect the City’s right to terminate the Agreement, as provided for in Section 
8. 

2. Section 2, entitled “Compensation” of the Agreement is amended in its entirety to read as 
follows: 

Section 2.  Compensation.  City hereby agrees to pay Consultant an amount not 
to exceed One Million Ninety Three Thousand Dollars ($1,396,000) for all 
services to be performed and reimbursable costs incurred under this Agreement.  
City shall pay Consultant for services rendered pursuant to this Agreement at the 
time and in the manner set forth herein.  The payments specified below shall be 
the only payments from City to Consultant for services rendered pursuant to this 
Agreement.  Consultant shall submit all invoices to City in the manner specified 
herein.  Except as specifically authorized by City, Consultant shall not bill City for 
duplicate services performed by more than one person.  Consultant and City 
acknowledge and agree that compensation paid by City to Consultant under this 
Agreement is based upon Consultant’s estimated costs of providing the services 
required hereunder, including salaries and benefits of employees and 
subcontractors of Consultant.  Hourly rates for personnel performing services 
shall be as shown in Exhibit B.  Consequently, the Parties further agree that 
compensation hereunder is intended to include the costs of contributions to any 
pensions and/or annuities to which Consultant and its employees, agents, and 
subcontractors may be eligible.  City therefore has no responsibility for such 
contributions beyond compensation required under this Agreement. 

3. Exhibit A-4.  The last sentence of Exhibit A-4 shall be revised to read: “All work shall be 
completed by January 31, 2018.” 

4. Exhibit B-5 is repealed and replaced in its entirety with Exhibit B-7, attached hereto and 
incorporated herein. 
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5. The Consultant agrees to maintain and pay for all insurance policies as stated in Section 
4, entitled “Insurance Requirements” of the Agreement dated November 20, 2013, 
between Consultant and City.  The Consultant shall provide City with renewal certificates 
of the current policies upon the expiration of the current policy. 

6. Except as amended by this Seventh Amendment, all provisions of the Agreement shall 
remain unchanged and in full force and effect. From and after the date of this Seventh 
Amendment, whenever the term “Agreement” appears in the Agreement, it shall mean the 
Agreement as amended by this Seventh Amendment.  

7. This Seventh Amendment is executed as of the date on the first page. 
 
 
APPROVED BY: 
 
CITY OF MILPITAS     VALI COOPER & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

CONSULTANT 
            
                         
Thomas C. Williams, City Manager   John Collins, Chief Operating Officer 

 
       

APPROVED AS TO CONTENT: 
        
           
Greg Chung, Interim City Engineer 

 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 
           
Christopher J. Diaz, City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT B-7 
 

COMPENSATION SCHEDULE 
 

 
 
Personnel      2017 Hourly Rates 
  
Russ Moore      $195 
Felix Ajayi       $155 
 
Other Vali Cooper & Associates, Inc. personnel may be assigned, upon mutual agreement of City 
and Vali Cooper & Associates, Inc., and according to the billing schedules for 2017. 



Grading and Landscape Conformance  

final grading conformance, this is included as a 

condition of approval. 

Where any cut-or-fill slopes intersect the natural grade, the intersection of each 

slope shall be vertically and/or horizontally rounded and blended. 

Condition of Approval. The applicant has 

submitted preliminary grading plans. To ensure 

final grading conformance, this is included as a 

condition of approval. 

 

*15F
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